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Map shows area and extent of the U.s.-Mexican boundary survey and that portion specifically assigned to
Charles Radziminski. Drawn by George Shimshock and provided courtesy of the author.

Charles Radziminski and the
United States-,-Mexican
B'oundatySurvey
FRANCIS C. KAJENCKI

The United States-Mexican boundary survey remains 'a unique expe-,
tiencefor bothcounti"ies. It was extraordinarily long, some two thousand miles. But more important, the survey ha'd vast political
consequence. For Mexico, ,the established line finally stabilized the
borderlands and undoubtedly dissuaded the Americans from seizing
more territory. To be sure, the Mexicans had witnessed the consequences of "Manifest Destiny" 'as the United States asserted sovereignty
over Texas, New Mexico; Arizona, and California. For the United States,
the new boundary confirmed the huge acquisition of land conquered
during the war of 1846":'1848. 1
The two governments underscored the importance of the survey
by including it in the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo and by giving the
Mexican and American boundary commissioners treaty-making powers. Secretary of State James Buchan'an told first U.S. commissioner
John B. Weller that the ~'action of the commission, therefore, will be
final and conclusive...." The treaty of February 2, 1848; directed the
Francis C. Kajencki, a retired army colonel, lives in EI Paso and is the author of a
biography of Civil War General Joseph Karge, 'Star on Many a,Battlefield. His 'ongoing
research and writing is about Poles in the nineteenth-century Southwest.
1. K. Jack Bauer, The Mexican War, 1846--1848 (New York: Macmillan Publishing Co.,
1974), xix.
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two commissioners to draw a boundary from the Pacific to the Rio
Grande, and along that river to the Gulf of Mexito. 2
Charles Radziminski, a Polish emigre, played a significant role in
the demarcation of the boundary. Appointed principal assistant surveyor in 1851, he joined the U.s. boundary commission, headed by
John Russell Bartlett. Despite changes in commissioners Radziminski
continued to serve in positions of increasing responsibility. When Major
William H. Emory took charge following the Gadsden Purchase, he
selected only those individuals who had proven themselves in past
survey work. Emory not only chose Radziminski but also gave him
the next highest position, that of boundary commission secretary.
Radziminski, like many of his compatriots who came to America,
experienced a series of adventures. He was born into a patriotic family
of Polish gentry in 1805. They lived in Warsaw in a part of the former
Polish commonwealth called the Congress Kingdom of Poland, whose
ruler was the Russian Tsar Paul. Although the Poles in the Congress
Kingdom possessed some autonomy, they yearned for an independent
country. Lieutenant Radziminski took part in the uprising that erupted
in November 1830. The year-long rebellion failed, however, and Radziminski escaped to Austria. On March 28, 1834, he arrived in New
York with a group of 234 exiles. 3
Once in America, Radziminski gravitated to the nation's capital,
though what persuaded him to go there is not known. In 1840, he
found employment as a civil engineer with the James River and Kanawha Company of Richmond, Virginia, engaged at the time in completing a canal along the James River to Buchanan. With outbreak of
the war with Mexico in 1846, Radziminski volunteered to serve hisadopted country. Commissioned as a second lieutenant, he joined the
Third United States Dragoons as the quartermaster officer and later as
adjutant. The regiment was divided and deployed in two zones, half
joining General Zachary Taylor'S army along the Rio Grande, and the
2. James Buchanan to John B. Weller, February 13, 1849, "Report of the Secretary
of the Interior in Answer to a Resolution of the Senate calling for Information in Relation
to the Operation of the Commission appointed to run and mark the boundary between
the United States and Mexico," Senate Exec. Doc. 34, 31st Congo 1st sess., 4; Article V,
Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, February 2, 1848, in William H. Emory, Report of the United
States and Mexican Boundary Survey (2 vols., Washington, D.C.: A.O.P. Nicholson Printer,
1857), I: xv.
3. Jerzy Jan. Lerski, A Polish Chapter in Jacksonian America (Madison: University of
Wisconsin Press, 1958),94-97; Florian Stasik, Polish Political Emigration in the United States
of America, 1831-1864 (Warsaw: State Educational Publishers, 1973), 72-76, 301; Francis
Bolek, ed., Who's Who in Polish America (New York: Harbinger House, 1943),370.
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other half-being assigned with other reinforcements to General Winfield
Scott in his campaign to capture Mexico City. Radziminski served with
the regimental headquarters in Matamoros and Mier and was honorably discharged 'at Jefferson Barracks, Missouri, on July 31, 1848. 4
'The former lieutenant returned to Washington, where he joined
the Northeast Boundary Commission. Under the direction of Lieutenant Colonel James D. Graham of the Army Topographical Engineers,
the Commission was busily reconstructing maps of the survey between
Canada and Maine, which had been destroyed by fire in April 1848.
The project received high priority when Great Britain asked for copies.
Graham employed Radziminski from September 1, 1848, at an annual
salary of fIfteen hundred dollars. 5
Radziminski's work impressed Graham, and he chose him and
Lieutenant George Thom t(l re-survey a section of the Mason-Dixon
line. The project involved the boundaries of Pennsylvania, Maryland,
and Delaware. Beginning November 16, 1849, the field work was carried on for nearly three months. Thom worked theJirst and last weeks
while Radziminski ran the survey fro~ beginning to end. The colonel's
report acknowledged the valua~le work of the two surveyors. Radziminski's experience gained ,on the Ma~on-DiXon line led to his assignment with the joint U.S.-Mexican survey.6
Under Commissioner Weller, the demarcation between Califo.rnia
and Mexico was made first. The incoqling Whig administration of pr~s
ident Zachary Taylor replaced Weller with John Russell Bartlett of Rhode
Island in June 1850 and made other changes as well. Graham became
the principal astronomer and headed the commission's scientific corps.
Radziminski was appointed principal assistant to the surveyor, Andrew
B. G~ay, taking the .place of Henry Clayton, who had resigned on
August 6, 1850. 7
. .
4. William B. Chittenden to Board of Public Works, March 3, 1841, entry 84 of Board
of Public Works Inventory, box 204, Virginia State Archives, Richmond, Virginia; Oath
of Office of Charles Radziminski as second lieutenant, March 15, 1847, Records of the
Adjutant General's Office, 179Os-1917, Record Group (RG) 94, National Archives, Washington, D.C.; General Orders No.4, February 12, 1847, and. General Orders No. 19,
April 28, 1847, War Department, in Office of Chief of Military History, Washington,
D.C.; and Francis B. Heitman, Historical Register and Dictionary of the United States Army
(2 vols., Washington; D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1903), I: 80, 812 .
. 5. Receipts of wage payments, Northeast Boundary Commission, Washington, D.C.,
unmarked box of miscellaneous receipts and documents, James D. Graham Papers;
Americana Collection, Beinecke Library, Yale University.
. 6. Report of Lieut. Col. J. D. Graham, u.s. Topographical Engineers on Mason and Dixon's
Line (Chicago: Steam Presses of F. Fulton & Co., 1862), 7, 9, 11, 15, 54; 57, 67, 94-95, in
uncatalogued box, Graham Papers.
7. John Russell Bartlett, Personal Narrative of Explorations and Incidents in Texas, New
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Radtiminski linked up .with Graham and his party at San Antonio
on May 10, 1851 ~ Traveling with an army supply train across west Texas,
he reached present-day El Paso on June 24; 1851. He found'the American side of the Rio Grande sparsely settled. In addition to Simeon
Hart's flour mill and Hugh Stephenson's and Benjamin Coon's ranches,
the main settlement was Magoffinsville, built by merchant James Wiley
Magoffin. The village formed a large open square and included several
stores and warehouses.' The boundary commission made its headquarters there while surveying in thea:rea. On the opposite bank of
the river stood the Mexican town of El Paso del Norte (now Ciudad
Juarez), which in 1851 had some five thousand inhabitants, with additional people on ranches and haciendas south of town;S
Prior to Radziminski's arrival, Bartlett moved his headquarter~ to
Santa Rita del Cohre (Copper Mines) near Silver City, New Mexico.
While Graham remained in El Paso~ Gray, Radziminski, and Lieutenant
Ambrose E. Burnside moved on to the Copper Mines. Soon the commissioner and Gray were in serious disagreement over the "initial
point" on the Rio Grande. This critical point resulted from a compromise between Bartlett· and the Mexican commissioner General Pedro
Garcia Conde. As specified in the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, the
initial point would be located where the river crossed the southern
boundary of New Mexico (above El Paso del Norte). This boundary
was defined by the J. Disturnell map, published in New York in 1847,
which unfortunately contained grave errors. It mislocated El Paso del
Norte more than one hundred miles east and thirty-four miles north
of its actual position. 9 .
.
Conde proposed a compromise: he would move westward (longitudinally) some one hundred miles, if Bartlett agreed to move north
Mexico, and California, Sonora, and Chihuahua (2 vols., New York: D. Appleton & Company,
1854), I: 3, 150; William H. Emory to Thomas Ewing, August 20, 1850, Vlll: 17, file 497,
and 0: C. Goddard to John Russell Bartlett, October 11, 1850, Vlll: 19, John Russell
Bartlett Papers, 12 vols., University of Texas at El Paso Library. John Russell Bartlett was
born in Providence, Rhode Island, in 1805 and became a writer, historian, ethnologist,
and author.. He served as corresponding secretary of the New York Historical Society,
coming into contact with Albert Gallatin and other prominent individuals. He wanted
to be named minister to Denmark but.got the post of boundary commissioner instead.
Odie B. Faulk, "Introduction," to John·Russeli Bartlett, Personal Narrative (2 vols., Chicago:
Rio Grande Press, 1965).
8. Bartlett, Personal Narrative, I: 192-93, 303; "Report of Lieutenant Colonel James
D. Graham to ColonelJohn J. Abert, Chief of Topographical Engineers," Senate Exec.
Doc. 121, 32d Cong., 1st sess., 118,
9. Bartlett, Personal Narrative, I: 340-41; Odie B.Faulk, Too Far North . .. Too Far
South (Los Angeles: Westernlore Press, 1967), 57~58.
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Radziminski began the first portion of the survey he supervised on the Rio Grande near Frontera, Texas, shown
here in a sketch taken from William H.Emory's Report. Courtesy of EI Paso Public Library.
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by thirty-four miles. The American accepted the proposal, which then
established the initial point forty-two miles above EI Paso del Norte
and opposite the community of Dona Ana, and the joint commission
began surveying the boundary westward along the compromise line.
Gray objected to the agreement, however, and refused to sign it, as
required by the treaty. At stake were more than six thousand square
miles of land. 10 Moreover, Graham agreed with Gray. Both men thought
the disputed land held the only suitable route for a railroad from Texas
to the Pacific coast. In addition, Graham had his own quarrel with
Bartlett. As head of the scientific corps, Graham, a colonel, believed
he had the right to supervise Gray, the principal surveyor, as well as
the other scientific personnel. Bartlett and Gray both disagreed with
Graham. Petty differences also became magnified. Graham felt piqued
because Bartlett had not introduced him to commission members by
his full title, "Head of the Scientific Corps." Earlier, Graham bypassed
the commissioner, Bartlett, and ordered Whipple to stop the survey
along the Bartlett-Conde line, and to report to him in person at Frontera, just above EI Paso. Graham's arbitrary action angered General
Conde and the Mexican government. Clearly Graham had exceeded
his authority.ll
Greatly upset with Graham, Bartlett wrote: "Never, in the whole
course of my life have I been placed in so trying a position." He strongly
believed that as head of the commission he must maintain his position
or, "in succumbing to the demands of Colonel Graham, make myself
and the Chief Surveyor, Mr Gray, subordinate to him, resign all power
and control on the members of the Commission, and become a mere
nullity." Bartlett decided to bring the problem to the attention of the
Secretary of the Interior, and he believed the situation serious enough
to send an emissary, Radziminski. 12
Why did Bartlett select Radziminski? The commissioner offers no
explanation in his Personal Narrative. Certainly he needed a responsible
10. Faulk, Too Far North, 74; IX: 35-37, Bartlett Papers.
11. William H. Goetzmann, Army Exploration in the American West 1803-1863 (New
Haven: Yale University Press, 1959), 178; and Bartlett to Secretary of the Interior, August
7, 1851, Senate Exec. Doc. 119, 32d Cong., 1st sess., 433.
12. Bartlett, Personal Narrative, I: 348. Although a seasoned officer and engineer,
James D. Graham behaved in an erratic, high-strung, arrogant manner while with the
commission. At Santa Cruz, Mexico, Graham argued heatedly with Thomas Webb, secretary and physician of the commission. Considering his honor impugned, Graham
challenged Webb to a duel, but Webb defused the issue by declining the challenge. See
"Personal Journal," September 25, 1851, X: 169-71, and James D. Graham to Charles
Webb, September 25, 1851, V: 105, Bartlett Papers.

FRANCIS C. KAJENCKI

217

individual and experienced surveyor. Although several army engineers
were present, they could be suspected oHavoring Graham. As a civilian/ however, Radziminski could, perhaps, be considered neutral. No
less important was Bartlett's personal evaluation of Radziminski during
their month-long association at Santa Rita. It soon became clear that
Radziminski/s sympathies lay with the commissioner, and the two men
joined forces.
Some historians maintain that Bartlett was not suited to be commissioner. Although he had his faults, Bartlett nevertheless possessed
an astute, analytical mind, and he enjoyed considerable political support in Washington and Providence, where he sent Radzirriinski to
argue his case. Bartlett .and Radziminski apparently held several strategy sessions at the Copper Mines. On Sunday, August 10/ 1851, Bartlett
dined alone with Radziminski. That afternoon, Bartlett visited with
Gray, and later, Radziminski and Gray joined Bartlett for tea. In the
next few days, Radziminski prepared himself for his trip east. 13
Meanwhile, Graham got wind of the Radziminski mission. Feeling
threatened, he sought to protect himself with his military superiors
and chose Burnside to carry letters to Washington. On August 15/
Burnside informed Bartlett that he would leave for the nation's capital
the following day at 10 a.m. Bartlett, who had been writing letters to
officials and friends all day, redoubled his effort and sat up until 1 a.m.
preparing dispatches. Several others helped him make copies. Finally,
at the unusual hour of 1:30 a.m. on August 16/ Radziminski departed
for Santa Fe. He rode Bartlett/s horse and was accompanied by Edward
Barry, who would return with the horses. 14
Carrying letters of introduction to senators and officials in Washington/ Radziminski had confidential correspondence, some prized
southwestern seeds for Secretary of the Interior Alexander H. H. Stuart,
and a letter for Lieutenant Colonel W. W. S. Bliss; secretary to the late
president, Zachary Taylor. He also carried letters for Bartlett's friends
_and wife Eliza in Providence, although to members of the commission,
Bartlett tried to give the impression of having sent Radziminski only
with official correspondence for the Secretary of the Interior. ls
13. Personal Journal, x: 143, and Radziminski to Bartlett, August 14, 1851, V: 59,
Bartlett Papers.
.
14. X: 143, Bartlett Papers. Radziminski undoubtedly traveled from Santa Fe to
Missouri by stage or wagon train along the Santa Fe Trail.
15. Radziminski to Bartlett, August 30(?), 1851, V: 93, Bartlett Papers. One writer
refer\ to Radziminski and Ambrose Burnside as "messengers," but Radziminski served
in an executive capacity. Outlining his responsibilites to the Secretary of the Interior,
Bartlett wrote, "My intention was to send a competent engineer, who should be able to
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Burnside also departed on August 16. Traveling with three companions, all mounted on mules, Burnside left at 3 p.m. with letters for
Colonel John J. Abert, head of the Army Topographical Engineers.
Burnside raced Radziminski to Santa Fe and won. Henry Jacobs, assistant commissary officer, explained to Bartlett: "Your horse that went
with mine to Santa Fe, Barry informs me, broke completely down, and
he was obliged to sell him. Burnside got into Santa Fe 2 days ahead
of Radziminski. Burnside had changes every day, while Radziminski
could get no accommodations whatever from the officers of the Army
and was obliged to ride my horse through to Santa Fe."16
Radziminski arrived in the nation's capital about October 1 and
delivered the Bartlett letters to Secretary of the Interior Stuart. Earlier,
Stuart had received Bartlett's dispatches complaining of Graham's
interference with the survey as well as General Conde's protest of
Graham's decision. To Stuart, Graham's behavior was the last straw.
Stuart already was dissatisfied with Graham because of Graham's "long,
unnecessary delay in joining the commission in the field." On September 11, 1851, Stuart proposed to Secretary of War Charles M. Conrad
that Graham be relieved and Emory appointed in his place. The change
was made, and Emory, already present in the capital, was notified
personally. Emory arrived in EI Paso by November 26, 1851. 17
While Stuart pondered Gray's future, Radziminski traveled to
Providence, where he spent a few days in the company of Henry B.
Anthony, governor of Rhode Island and Bartlett's brother-in-law. They
visited the country place ofSenator John Hopkins Clarke, whose strong
backing had secured Bartlett's appointment. Radziminski gave the senator a detailed account of the quarrel between Bartlett and. Graham.
He also provided Clarke with useful background data should the problem come up for senate debate. Next day, Governor Anthony invited
friends to a dinner party in Radziminski's honor. "He made a favorable
lay before the department the actual condition of the commission, point out its necessities, the force required to accomplish the duties assigned to it, to propose plans for
bringing its expenses within the appropriation, and to hasten the completion of the
boundary survey," in Bartlett to Alexander H. H. Stuart, August 16, 1851, Senate Exec.
Doc. 119, 32d Cong., 1st sess., 444.
16. Henry Jacobs to Bartlett, October 10,1851, V: 107, Bartlett Papers; Odie B. Faulk,
"The Controversial Boundary Survey and the Gadsden Treaty," Arizona and the West, 4
(Autumn 1962), 215. Burnside became a major general in the Civil War, commanding
the Army of the Potomac at the Battle of Fredericksburg, Virginia, December 12-15, 1862.
17. Stuart to Charles M. Conrad, September 11, 1851, Senate Exec. Doc. 121, 32d
Cong., 1st sess., 240-43; Bartlett, Personal Narrative, I: 211, 348; Faulk, Too Far North, 100;
J. J. Abert to Graham, September 28, 1851, correspondence (August-September 1851),
Graham Papers.
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impression upon us all," Anthony wrote Bartlett, "and the women fell
in love with him at sight, especially your wife and mine.,,18

The governor confirmed Radziminski's loyalty to Bartlett. Anthony
had been informed by one of Bartlett's protagonists in Washington that
Radziminski had given the impression while there of favoring Gray,
who was then contacting friends about his dispute with Bartlett. "1 did
not see anything of thIs kind in him," Anthony wrote, "but judged
from his conversation that he was wholly with you in this as well as
in all other matters." Radziminski assured the Providence circle that
the Department of the Interior upheld Bartlett in his difficulties with
Graham. 19 •
Returning to Washington to pick· up official correspondence for
the commission, Radziminski felt pleased with the success of his mission. "It was my good fortune to obtain all the points you asked at the
hands of the Dept. of the Interior," he wrote to Bartlett. As for Gray,
Secretary Stuart decided to keep the surveyor but ordered him to sign
the Bartlett-Conde agreement in a letter dated October 31, 1851. At
least that was Radziminski's understanding of Stuart's decision on
November 3, three days before he leftWashington. The Secretary abruptly
changed his mind, however, when the question of the initial point
surfaced again. Conferring with Secretary of State Daniel Webster and
President Millard Fillmore, Stuart decided to replace Gray with Emory.
Stuart informed Emory of the appointment by letter of November 4,
1851, and entrusted it to Radziminski. Although Radziminski planned
to meet Bartlett in San Diego, as the commissioner had instructed him,
Stuart countermanded those instructions and directed him to Magoffinsville .20
When Radziminski reached southern New Mexico, Bartlett was
enroute to San Diego and Emory was out looking for him. At Dona
Ana, on January 26, Radziminski wrote Emory: "1 have very important
dispatches from the Department of the Interior for the heads of the
commission-no small portion of them being for you." Radziminski
had learned from HeIuy Skillman, often employed as a courier for the
commission, that Emory left El Paso the day before. Radziminski advised
Emory to return to headquarters, since Bartlett's trail would take him
to San Diego. A messenger delivered the letter to Emory the next day
18. Henry B. Anthony to Bartlett, October 25, 1851, XII, Bartlett Papers; Edward S.
Wallace, The Great Reconnaissance: Soldiers, Artists, and Scientists on the Frontier, 1848-1861
(Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1955), 9.
19. Anthony to Bartlett, October 25 and November 1, 1851, XII, Bartlett Papers.
20. Radziminski to Bartlett, February 7, 1852,· VI: 5, Bartlett Papers.
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The presidio at Santa Rita del Cobre west of the Rio Grande in present-day New Mexico as shown in a sketch
from Bartlett's Personal Narrative. Radziminski first joined the survey at Santa Rita after John Russell Bartlett
moved his headquarters there in late spring 1851.
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at Samalayuca, Mexico, an oasis thirty-six miles south of El Paso. In
reply, Emory asked Radziminski to bring the correspondence to him
before he would abandon his search for Bartlett. Emory instructed
Lieutenant O. H. Tillinghast, the commission's quartermaster, to provide Radziminski with three well-armed men and four of his best animals. Reaching Samalayuca, Radziminski bore good tidings and handed
Emory his presidential appointment as surveyor. Emory wrote the
secretary: "I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by the hands
of Mr. Radziminski, of the Commission of Surveyor under the 5th
Article of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. I thank you and through
you the President of this renewed mark of consideration." Emory returned
to El Paso. 21
The newly-appointed chief surveyor kept Radzimins15i with him,
turning over responsibility for delivering the letters for the commissioner to a specially hired courier, Ignatius Jenkins, who traveled nearly
four months to accomplish the task. Prior to Jenkins' departure, Radziminski gave him a letter for Bartlett, informing the commissioner of
the results of his trip to Washington and Providence. Stressing confirmation of Bartlett's authority, he wrote and underlined, " you are the
U.S. Commissioner in every sense of that term. I have fought the fight
and we came off victorious. 1122
During Radziminski's absence, Emory arrived at Magoffinsville
and relieved Graham: With the commissioner -gone, Emory could act
only on the instructions given Graham, who explained that he had
completed the survey of the Rio Grande from the initial point to El
Paso del Norte and partially erected an observatory at Frontera (White's
Rancho). After examining Graham's data, Emory rejected the survey,
and this portion of the river became a problem. It began with]. Hamilton Prioleau, who did the work first, although he objected to the use
of inadequate instruments. Another person repeated the survey, but
it also was not suitable. A third attempt, by Charles Wright under
Graham's direction, was not acceptable to Emory, who then assigned
the task to Radziminski. 23
21. Radziminski to William H. Emory, January 26, 1852, Emory to Radziminski,
January 27, 1852, Emory to O. H. Tillinghast, January 27, 1852, Emory to Stuart, February
1, 1852, all in letterbook I, box 2, William H. Emory Papers, Americana Collection,
Beinecke Library, Yale University; Emory, Boundary.Suroey, I: 18-19; Emory to Bartlett,
February 8, 1852, VI: 7, Bartlett Papers. Bartlett went to Sonora in search of supplies.
He continued to Guaymas on the Gulf of California and from there sailed for San Diego,
California, which he reached on February 9, 1852, in Bartlett, Personal Narrative, I: 505.
22. Radziminski to Bartlett, February 7, 1852, VI: 5, Bartlett Papers.
23. Graham to Charles Wright, November 8, 1851, "Graham Report," Senate Exec.
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Field work began at the end of March 1852, when the required
transportation, instruments, and technical personnel had been assembled. Directing Radziminski to run the survey from Frontera to ,Dona
Ana, in the opposite direction of Wright's survey, Emory cautioned:
"The survey covers ground of much interest, and will therefore be
done with all possible accuracy." At the same time he expressed confidence in Radziminski, stating that previous instructions to surveyors
and "your own knowledge and. experience of surveying will render
any detailed instructions here unnecessary." Accuracy was Radziminski's motto, and he was determined not to allow anything to deter
him. Nevertheless, there were difficulties, one of which was the weather.
Spring windstorms filled the air with choking dust and sand, hampering the survey. Finally obtaining a clear day, he tested the Brithaupt
theodolite and found it worn-out and unfit. He returned it to Emory,
asking "whether the triangulation shall be prosecuted with the only
instrument left in my hands." He progressed upriver less than two
miles a day, paced by the axemen who cut down thickets along the
river to clear the field of view. He could never hire enough axemen,
and they were an unreliable lot. Some had to be discharged for various
reasons; others ran away. Radziminski pushed the survey from six
0' clock in the morning until six in the evening, with a two-hour halt
at noon. When one of the escort soldiers volunteered to be a flagman,
the surveyor promptly hired him. But his sergeant objected on the
grounds of a possible violation of army regulations. Radziminski asked
Emory to "smooth the matter with Col. Miles [commander of Fort
Fillmore, near Las Cruces] because .the sergeant annoys me daily with
his fears. "24
Radziminski continued a vigorous pace but with due regard for
accuracy. He discovered that an assistant had employed a "field expedient" with an instrument whose movable parts could not be locked
firmly. The assistant had applied grease to the screws to increase the
friction, and the resulting accumulation of dirt rendered the measuring
device unfit. Radziminski returned it to Frontera by wagon and asked
Emory to furnish a Young's goniometer. 25
Doc. 121, 32d Cong., 1st sess., 198; and Emory to Bartlett, June 1, 1852, VI: 39, Bartlett
Papers.
24. Emory to Radziminski, March 27, 1852, letterbook II, box 2, Radziminski to
Emory, March 31, 1852, folder 37, box 5, Radziminski to Emory, April 2, April 5, and
May 5, 1852, letterbook II, box 2, Emory Papers.
25. Radziminski to Emory, May 15, 1852, letterbook II, box 2, Emory Papers.
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Emory, meanwhile, planned to go downriver about June 1 and
looked for an escort. Since he had no soldiers at El Paso, Einory decided
to employ Radziminski's and therefore urged his surveyor to work as
rapidly-as he could. "Hire as many men as are necessary to keep the
path before you cleared out," Emory wrote. By the third week of May,
Radziminski had surveyed sixty-three miles of the river. He took azimuth readings of all the peaks in sight, north and south, connecting
the northern peaks to Whipple's observatory at the initial point (Dona
Ana) and the southern peaks to Emory's observatory at Frontera. 26
The desert sun began to burn hot by mid-May, prompting Radziminski to remark that even the mornings were as "hot as that place
intended for evil. spirits." But, he added, "Nolens, volens, the survey
goes on." One of his assistants, Charles A. Snowden, became ill and
returned to Frontera. Notwithstanding, Radziminski pressed on to meet
his own target date of June 9. He reached Las Cruces by May 27. Emory
kept exhorting him: "For God's sake, push your work to the utmost
and get here as soon as possible." Emory told his surveyor that, should
he not be able to finish on time, he would take the results of Wright's
survey for the last six to eight miles. Radziminski resisted these instructions, recommending instead that he be allowed to abandon a road
survey (an added task), "which after all is of no importance, and would
save several days time." Emory agreed. Assuring Radziminski of his
confidence in his judgment, Emory left the decision to him, "only
imposing the condition that you be here on or before the 9th." Radziminski beat his own target date by three days. On June 6,1852, he
returned to Frontera, having completed the survey of the Rio Grande
as directed by Emory. In addition, Radziminski incorporated the towns
of Las Cruces and Dona Ana into the survey. 27
The grueling pace of the field work left the team exhausted, Radziminski admitting, "I was quite willing to give up the ghost myself."
But the job was done. He praised Snowden for his help in the last few
days and also William White, Jr., who, "although of a phlegmatic temperament, worked like a Trojan." Commissioner Bartlett noted that
26. Emory to Radziminski, May 9, 1852, letterbook II, qox 2; Radziminski to Emory,
May 21, 1852, letterbook III, box 2, Emory Papers.
27. Radziminski to Emory, May 23, 1852, Emory to Radziminski, May 24 and 25,
1852, Radziminski to Emory, May 27, 1852, and Emory to Radziminski, May 29, 1852,
letterbook III, box 2, Emory Papers.
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Radziminski's work "was executed in a highly satisfactory manner and
accepted as the official Survey." Although the direct-line distance was
thirty-four miles, Radziminski measured the length of the river, following its curves (sinuosities), at a fraction less than ninety miles. 28
Upon returning to El Paso, Radziminski found Emory embroiled
with Lieutenant Tillinghast in court martial charges. The feud began
when Emory relieved Tillinghast of his duties as quartermaster because
of allegedly disobeying orders. Emory placed Tillinghast under arrest
and drew up charges and specifications. Not to be outdone, Tillinghast
preferred court martial charges against his superior, believing the
best defense an attack. Emory was shocked, calling the charges "scandalous and unfounded.". Radziminski tried to patch things up, but
Emory rejected the offer of mediation, adding, however, that he would
drop the matter if Tillinghast withdrew "his offensive correspondence."
Radziminski slept on the issue. Early next morning he called on Tillinghast and mediated the problem. Tillinghast withdrew the countercharges and asked to be relieved from the commission. Emory then
dropped all charges and advised the Secretary of the Interior to release
Tillinghast to his regiment. 29
By the first week of June 1852, Emory readied himself for a trip
downriver to check on field work in progress. He also planned to meet
with the Mexican commissioner, Jose Salazar y Larrequi, at Presidio
del Norte on August 1. Expecting Bartlett to have unfinished work on
the line west of EI Paso, Emory instructed Radziminski to await Bartlett's return. He regretted telling the commissioner that in the interim
Radziminski and his assistants would remain idle. Emory imposed
some conditions on his principal assistant: "He cannot move west,"
Emory wrote, "without an escort of a company of troops and without
money, five or ten thousand dollars." Meanwhile, Emory arranged with
the commander of Fort Fillmore for Radziminski to buy provisions there
"at a much cheaper rate than can be transported from the States."
Learning subsequently that Whipple would be returning to El Paso,
Emory transferred the probable task to him, since Whipple had surveyed the greater portion of that line. Emory asked Radziminski to

28. Radziminski to Emory, June 6, 1852, letterbook III, box 2, Emory Papers; and
Bartlett, Personal Narrative, I: 196, II: 546-47.
29. Emory to Secretary of the Interior, May 2 and 17, 1852, Tillinghast to Emory,
June 5 and 6, 1852, Emory to Tillinghast, June 7, 1852, Radziminski to Emory, June 11,
1852, folders 39 and 40, box 5, Emory Papers. James Houston mediated a similar squabble
between Emory and W. F. Smith.
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join him at the first opportunity. Awaiting Bartlett, Radziminski moved
to San Elizario to take charge of the commission's supply depot. 30
Bartlett reached ·EI Paso on August 17, 1852, and prepared to meet
with Emory on the Rio Grande at Fort Duncan (Eagle Pass). He intended
to travel some six hundred miles through west Texas, but he could not
obtain American soldiers for protection. Whereupon the Mexican commander at EI Paso del Norte, Colonel Emilio Langberg, offered Bartlett
an escort of Mexican soldiers if he would travel through Mexico via
Chihuahua. Bartlett accepted the offer and advised Emory to meet him
at Camargo, a lower point on the river. Bartlett's reliance on Mexican
troops surprised Radziminski. He wrote Emory: "Now, is it not a pretty
state of affairs that U.S. Agents should be compelled to seek foreign
protection in transacting U.S. business.and in pursuance of their orders."31
Bartlett's including Radziminski in his travel plans upset Emory.
On. October 30, 1852, Emory replied to Bartlett: "I regret to learn by
your letter that you have taken Mr. Radziminski and assistants· with
you, as two opportunities presented themselves since your arrival . . .
at EI Paso, by either of which he and his party could have joined us
with ease and safety." Earlier, Emory wrote Radziminski that he needed
his survey data and maps for the meeting with the Mexican commissioner. In the absence of these data, Emory was forced to rely on
Mexican maps. Meanwhile, he waited for Bartlett,32
The commissioner's wagon train left EI Paso on October 7, 1852.
Some ten days later, a band of thirty to forty Indians attac~ed the
Americans, who repulsed the Indians but not before a Mexican herdsman and an Indian were killed. The attack was the first and only such
incident in two years, and everyone became more cautious. When
Bartlett received word that Comanches were in the area, he ordered
an inspection of firearms, passed out extra ammunition, and "placed
the party under the orders of Mr. Radziminski, chief engineer, who
had had experience as ~ military officer."33
30. Emory to Bartlett, June 1, 1852, Emory to Whipple, June 11, 1852, VI: 39, 45,
Bartlett Papers.
31. Bartlett, Personal Narrative, II: 378, 381, 396-97, 400; Ra'dziminski to Emory,
October 5, 1852, letterbook IV, box 2, Emory Papers.
32. Emory, Boundary Survey, I: 13; Emory to Radziminski, June 18 and August 28,
1852, letterbook III, box 2, Emory Papers. Emory wrote to Radziminski in two ways,
opening formally with "Sir" in official letters and informally with "Dear Radziminski" in
less formal correspondence. In his informal letter of August 28, 1852, Emory explained
candidly the use of maps: "In the absence of your maps, I was obliged to take the
Mexican maps made by your friend Vandricourt, but I took as little of them as I could to
settle the business."
33. Bartlett, Personal Narrative, II: 402, 411-14, 448-49.
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Indians attacked Bartlett's wagon train in October 1852 as it wound its way from EI Paso through Mexico to Camargo. An
Indian and a Mexican herder were killed in the attack. Sketch from Bartlett's Personal Narrative.
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In Chihuahua, Bartlett's party rested while the wagons were refitted. Calling on Governor Jose Cordero, the commissioner found a large
map of the state of Chihuahua in the governor's office. He noted that
the northern· boundary of the Mexican state lay well to the north of
the Bartlett-Conde line of 32°22'. Radziminski drew the map for the
U.S. commission, and Cordero certified the copy as authentic. Bartlett
used the map in defense of the Bartlett-Conde agreement. 34
Almost eleven weeks after departing El Paso, the American party
approached Camargo. Taking Radziminski with him, Bartlett rode ahead
to the town and, crossing the Rio Grande in a scow, continued to nearby
Ringgold Barracks where the two men were greeted by Emory and his
party. Bartlett had come in the expectation of completing the survey
of the river. But there was no more money, and further work depended
on new appropriations. Rejecting the Bartlett-Conde line, Congress
stipulated that an additional $120,000 voted for the survey could not
be spent until New Mexico's southern boundary was established just
north of El Paso del Norte. Interpreting this condition as an attempt
to break up the survey, Bartlett disbanded the commission and returned
to his home in Providence. Radziminski, Emory, and the others traveled to the nation's capitaI,3s
Congress soon lifted the restricti9n, and President Franklin Pierce
appointed Robert B. Campbell as the new U.S. commissioner, in charge
of completing the survey of the Rio Grande. Continuing as chief astronomer and surveyor, Emory assigned specific portions of the river to
Radziminski, Lieutenant Nathaniel Michler, and Arthur Schott. Michler
was to complete the unfinished work above Eagle Pass, and Schott,
the stretch of river from Laredo to Ringgold Barracks. Radziminski was
to survey from Ringgold Barracks to the mouth of the Rio Grande, a
distance of 241 miles. 36
Radziminski had two principal assistants, Thomas W. Jones and
James H. Houston, both of whom had been with the commission since
Aug~st 1850. Jones, the son of General Walter Jones of Washington
34. Bartlett, Personal Narrative, II: 427-30. An unsigned document might explain the
origin of the Conde map. The writer (possibly Graham) says Conde drew the map
sometime before the joint survey and doctored the northern boundary of Chihuahua to
include the Santa Rita Copper Mines as part of a scheme of several Mexican entrepreneurs. The Mexican Congress, however, never approved the Conde map. In folder
labeled "Undated Miscellaneous Papers," Graham Papers.
35. Goetzmann, Army Exploration, 188; Bartlett, Personal Narrative, II: 510-16, 532,
536, 538. Bartlett reached Ringgold Barracks, Texas, on December 20, 1852.
36. Emory, Boundary Survey, I: 15-16, 73; Henry Jacobs to Bartlett, April 14 and 28,
1853, VII: 72, 83, Bartlett Papers.
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City, had been recommended by Senator Clarke. The survey proceeded
steadily but not without difficulty. Both the American and Mexican
teams were exposed to yellow fever, especially at the Gulf of Mexico.
Among those who came down with the sickness were Emory and
Radziminski, and Don Felipe de lturbide, secretary of the Mexican
commission, died of it. By the end of August 1853, Emory felt so
threatened by the epidemic that he was forced to leave Texas. Arriving
in Washington, he wrote Dr. John Torrey, a botanist with the commission: "I have just returned home convalescent from an attack of yellow
fever." The mosquito-spread disease never abated during the course
of the field work. Upon completing his survey, Radziminski reported
that "yellow fever is raging here with violence" and that it was bad at
Brownsville as well. 37
The epidemic was spread by swarms of mosquitoes that bred in
pools of water from persistent rains. Radziminski experienced "a continuous wet season and sickness among my best men." The mosquitoes
were both obnoxious and dangerous, "the size of Buffalo Bulls, and
there are hives or herds of them in every square foot of ground." He
lost days of work as he lay wracked with fever in his tent. 38
Full working days also held unexpected danger, like that of July
23, 1853, which ended in tragedy when Radziminski lost Jones in a
drowning accident. After a day of surveying, Radziminski and Jones
were returning to camp below Reynosa. A squall struck the area and
buffeted them in their small boat, which began shipping water rapidly.
Handing the survey instrument to Radziminski, Jones began bailing
desperately, but to no avail. The skiff sank and oyerturned in deep
water. Radziminski could not swim, but he kept his presence of mind.
Upon touching the river bottom, he sprang up and came to the surface.
Nearby he saw his Mexican laborer astraddle the capsized boat. With
superhuman effort, Radziminski reached the outstretched hand of the
Mexican, who pulled him to safety. Meanwhile, Jones swam for the
shore, burdened by his clothes and a Colt pistol strapped to his waist.
He failed to make it. Halfway, he sank from view and never reappeared.
Darkness prevented immediate search.
Reaching camp, a distraught Radziminski wrote Emory a short
letter. "I am at present not equal to the task," he said, "of giving you
37. John H. Clarke to Bartlett, June 22, 1850, I: 50, Bartlett Papers; Emory to John
Torrey, September 28, 1853, Radziminski to Emory, November 8, 1853, letterbook VI,
box 2, Emory Papers.
38. Radziminski to Emory, October 3 and 29, 1853, letterbook VI, box 2, Emory
Papers.
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a more detailed C).ccount. ... " Next day, Radziminski described the
circumstances surrounding the tragedy. He and the search party found
Jones' body a few miles: downriver. Leading the mourners with a reading of prayers for the dead, Radziminski buried Jones on the banks of
the Rio Grande at the ranch of a Dr. Merryman. 39 Prioleau took Jones's
place, joining Radziminski at Rancho Blanca on August 4, 1853. Two
months later Radziminski sent him to the mouth of the river, where
Prioleau measured the tide every hour from sunrise to sunset for two
weeks. While performing this task, Prioleau used Commissioner Campbell's ambulance as a living quarters. 40
Although the survey was a joint venture, the American and Mexican parties operated separately and compared results periodically. The
curving river caused the parties to cross from one side to the other.
On one occasion Mexican troops confronted Radziminski, when he
found himself on the neighbor's territory. Captain Francisco Carillo,
military commander at Reynosa, rode into Radziminski's camp on the
evening of July 12, 1853. Two officers and six lancers, all mounted and
armed, escorted Carillo. After Radziminski introduced himself, the
mounted Carillo looked down on him with a haughty, penetrating look
Radziminski described as: "A look calculated to drive my soul to my
very heels'." But he stood his ground, while answering the Mexican
captain's sharp questions. Surprised that Carillo and the Acalde of
Reynosa were unaware of the terms of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo,
Radziminski objected to the Mexican's behavior and tone of voice. "I
should sooner reckon on your protection than on this conduct," he
told the commandante. The meeting ended in a stand-off. Radziminski
immediately wrote Emory, who had informed the Mexican authorities
previously of the presence of American surveying parties along the
Rio Grande. Emory reminded Major Crispin del Poso, commander at
Camargo, that American teams had the right to survey on the Mexican
side. There were no further incidents. 41
Of the entire river line, the Mexicans seemed to be most concerned
about the mouth of the Rio Grande. Even before the field work began
39. Radziminski to Emory, July 23 and 24, 1853, letterbook VI, box 2, Radziminski
to Emory, July 31, 1853, folder 53, box 6, Emory Papers; Emory, Boundary Survey, 1: 1516; Radziminski to Thomas Miller (relative of Thomas W. Jones), July 24, 1853, M,
Patterson Jones to Catesby Jones (his cousin), August 2, 1853, in Robert Eden Peyton
Family Papers, Virginia Historical Society, Richmond, Virginia.
40, Hamilton Prioleau to Emory, August 4, 1853, and Radziminski to Prioleau,
October 6, 1853, folders 54 and 56, box 6, Emory Papers.
41. Radziminski to Emory, July 14, 1853, Emory to Crispin del Poso, July 16, 1853,
folder 53, box 6, Emory Papers.
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Surveyor's camp near Brownsville, Texas, as shown in a sketch from Emory's Report. Mosquitoes in this and Radziminski's
camp cost the survey many days of work as the men lay wracked with yellow fever.
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in June 1853, Mexico's commissioner pronounced surveying the final
miles of the river jointly as a: priority. Having already organized his
teams and planned their activities, Emory ,was reluctant to make changes.
He wrote Captain Francisco Jimenez, chief surveyor of the Mexican
commission: "As soon as either commission reaches Matamoros with
the survey [and it was quite apparent the American survey would reach
Matamoros first], I would name the Engineer to. cooperate with you
in the joint survey from Matamoros to the mouth./I Two months later
Emory told Jimenez that he would name "Charles Radziminski, Esq.
to survey the'River as far down as Bar}ta [between Matamoros ;:tnd the
Gulf] and authorize him to agree with you on the line which is to
constitute the Boundary from Brownsville to that place, subject to the
confirmation of the joint Commission./I Emory also informed the captain that Radziminski was at work about thirty miles below Reynosa
anq could be expect~dto reach F.ort Brown about SeptemberJ. 42
Plagued withyellow f~ver, Emory apparently decided in mid-August
1853 to leave Texas. He, gave Radziminski full, responsibility and informed
Jimenez that his principal assistant had complete charge of the survey.
To Radziminskihe wrote; "I have· named you as the Ass't Surveyor on
the American side to agree with Capt. Jimenez upon the principal
channel of the River from Brownsville to the mouth./I Radziminski's
assigned responsibility meant that he had the authority not only to act
for the U.S. commission but,also to committhe United States to an
mternational boundary.43
Because Radziminski had run into unavoidable delays, Emory
de~ided to have Arthur Schott help him with the last leg of the survey,
should Schott r~ach Ringgold Barracks before Radziminski finished his
survey. On October 26, Schott and hi~ party came down the river to
join Radziminski, who then was about midway between Brownl'iville
and the Gulf. He assigned Schott to su;rveying half the remaining distance (about twelve miles) from Rancho Lomida,to the sea. Radziminski
wrote to Emory in Washingto,:\ that he gave Schott the easier portion,
i'where there is no cutting [of thickets] and where the ranchos are
fewest./I He had no control over yellow fever, however, and Schott
immediately lost three men, one a day. Fortunately,' not too much
42. Emory to Francisco Jimenez, May 23, 1853, Diario-Memoria de Los Trabajo Cientificos Practicados 'Baja La Direccion 'de Francisco Jimenez, ler lngeriero de la Comision de Limites
Mexicana Conforme a Las lnstruciones del Senor Comisionado Don Jose Salazar Ylarrequi a Quien
Se Hace Entrega de Ellos (Washington, D.C.: N.p., 1857), 233-34, 236.
43. Emory to Jimenez, August 17, 1853, Emory to Radziminski, September 11, 1853,
letterbook VI, box 2, Emory Papers; Emory, Boundary Survey, I: 73. Article V of the Treaty
of Guadalupe Hidalgo gave the boundary commissioners treaty-making power.
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remained to be done. On November 3, 1853, Radziminski notified
Emory that he was through.. Commissioner Campbell confirmed the
end of the field work, informing Emory that all of Radziminski's laborers had been discharged and that Schott's laborers would be discharged
as well on his return to camp.44
Having surveyed the Rio Grande from Ringgold Barracks to the
Gulf of Mexico, Rcidziminski conferred with Jimenez on that last leg,
from Brownsville to the sea, a distance of 49.81 miles. Upon comparison
of maps, the American found his data and that of the Mexican to be
in agreement. The American proposed a joint statement, dated November 14, 1853, one copy in English and the other in Spanish, which reads
as follows:
We, the undersigned, duly empowered to agree upon the
principal channel of that portion of the Rio Grande which is embraced
between the town of Brownsville, Cameron County, State of Texas,
and its mouth, do decide, and hereby jointly agree that the deepest section of the Rio Grande, as lately surveyed by orders of our
respective Governments, and embraced as aforesaid, is its principal channel.
The two surveyors signed the document, Radziminski as "Assistant
Surveyor on the part of the United States." Having invoked the power
of his delegated authority, Radziminski established the international
boundary ofthe United States for a distance of fifty critical miles. 45
The three survey teams had done the job, and Emory reported:
"All the field-work was completed within the time and for a less amount
than had been estimated." By the end of 1853, the U.S.-Mexican boundary along the Rio Grande had been surveyed from Dona Ana, New
Mexico, to its mouth on the Gulf of Mexico, a distance of some 1,400
miles. But much administrative work remained. Survey data had to be
plotted, maps draw~, reports written, and other matters carried out.
44. Emory to Radziminski, September 11, 1853, Radziminski to Emory, October 3
and 29, November 3, 1853, Robert Campbell to Emory, November 10, 1853, letterbook
VI, box 2, Emory Papers.
45. Radziminski to Jimenez, November 14, 1853, Diario-Memoria, 243-47; Goetzmann, Army Exploration, 157. The U.S. Coast and Geodetic Survey, jointly with assistant
surveyor Clinton Gardner, "sounded the mouth of the Rio Grande and carried the line
the required three leagues out to sea." In Goetzmann, Army Exploration, 194. The original
Radziminski-Jimenez boundary agreement is found in folder 114, box 10, Emory Papers.
Why Emory did not include this document in his published report on the boundary
survey is unknown.
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Radziminsktwas engaged in such work at the boundary commission/s
office in Washington. 46
On the national level, President Franklin Pierce determined to end
the. controversy over the southern boundary of New Mexico. He sent
James Gadsden to Mexico City to negotiate purchase of enough territory to include the disputed area and be sufficient and suitable for
the construction of a. transcontinental railroad. Gadsden concluded a
treaty with Mexican President Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna on December 30/ 1853. During ratification, the U.s. Senate reduced the area of
purchase somewhat and lowered the price from $15 million to $10
million. After the senate approved the revised treaty and Santa Anna
agreed to the changes, Pierce proclaimed the treaty in effect on June
29/ 1854. It called for a joint survey of the east-west boundary, from
the Rio Grande to the Colorado River, a distance of some 530 miles
across desert terrain. 47
Anticipating the requirement, Campbell asked several key members of the commission to submit estimates of the cost of the new
survey. Assuminghe would survey one-third of the distance, Radziminski gave an estimate of $35/220 for his portion of the field work.
Others made varying estimates, and Congress voted $168/130 for run~
ning and marking the Gadsden line. Campbell, however, did not continue in his post. On August 4/ 1854/ the president appointed Emory
U.S. commissioner. 48 .
Perhaps remembering the dissension that plagued Bartlett, Emory
kept the positions of astronomer and surveyor for himself, becoming
a trinity of three officials in one person. He selected seventeen technical
personnel, who were organized into two survey teams. For secretary
of the commission and second-in-command, Emory chose Radziminski. As chief astronomer and surveyor, Emory planned to run the
technical work, and he required a strong executive for administration
and logistics. In this respect, Emory behaved as a military commander.
Soon Radziminski was immersed in a multitude of activities relating
to organizing and equipping the commission. He traveled to the army
46. Emory, Boundary Survey, I: 15, 73; Radziminski to Emory, June 9, 1854, folder
64, box 7, Emory Papers.
47. Faulk, Too Far North, 129, 133-38; Emory, Boundary Survey, I: xv.
48. Radziminski to Robert B. Campbell, June 24, 1854, folder 64, box 7, Emory
Papers; Emory, Boundary Survey, I: 23. T. Frank White of Frontera, Texas, where Emory
had set up an observatory, was disappointed that Graham did not receive appointment
as commissioner. "As far as my knowledge extends," White wrote, "no one is pleased
with the appointment of Major E. to that office." T. F. White to Graham, November 7,
1854, "Correspondence 1854," Graham Papers.
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quartermaster office in Philadelphia to purchase twelve army wagons
Emory had required from the War Department. Radziininski also bought
arms from the Samuel Colt Company of Hartford, Connecticut, then
journeyed to Baltimore and other points around the capital, while
Emory obtained survey instruments. Laborers were hired and horses
and mules procured in Texas, which the commission reached on September 23, 1854: Upon debarking at Indianola, Emory told Rildziminski
to organize the wagon train and lead it with the equipment to San
Antonio. 49
Theweather remained hot in October 1854, and Radziininski showed
discretion in handling a group of rough western men. He did not "push
our schooner hands for fear of getting them all sick." Some of the
laborers turned out to be misfits. Others were good and a few, first
rate. He told Emory: "If you had seen me load the wagons, you would
have given them a gallon of wine apiece, not having the same authority
I only gave them a little of my own whiskey." At the same time, however, Radziminski could be unyielding, forcing some members of the
commission to walk because of a shortage of healthy animals. A number
of mules were lame and sickly, and they followed the train. Reaching
Goliad on October 12, he wrote the commissioner: "Some of the young
gentlemen that have no animals to ride look daggers at me, but I cannot
help it. "50
Leading the train to San Antonio, Radziminski becameincreasingly
concerned over the adverse conditions the commission was meeting
in Texas: Violentstorms in the Gulf of Mexico brought heavy rains that
soaked the ground between Indianola and San Antonio, causing delays
in gathering the equipment and transporting it to San Antonio.· Property of the commission, previotisly stored in Texas, decayed, became
unsuitable, and had to be replaced. Additional animals were bought
to make up for the siek and unfit, and members of the commission
grew sick. With expenditures running more than anticipated, Radziminski recommended that Emory apply for additional money from the
Congress rather than face a possible suspension of the survey. Emory
accepted the advice. At Fort Clark, he asked the Secretary of the Interior
to seek another appropriation of $71,450. Secretary Robert McClelland
49. G. H. Crossman to Emory, August 15, 1854, Emory to Samuel Colt, August 28,
1854, Radziminski to Lucius Campbell, September 23, 1854, Emory to Radziminski,
September 30, 1854, folders 67 and 68, box 7, Emory Papers; Emory, Boundary Survey, I:
24.
50. Radziminski to Emory, October 3, 12,· and 14, 1854, folders 68 and 69, box 7,
Emory Papers.

FRANCIS C. KAJENCKI

235

This'view of the initial 'point on· the Rio Grande, according to the Gadsden
Treaty, is taken from Emory's Report. From this point, the boundary would be
surveyed westward to the Colorado River.

.

.

.

~9ziminski and other members of the boundary commission laid the foundation for this monument January 31, 1855. A paper signed by U.S. and Mexican officials was placed in a glass bottle and buried beneath it. Courtesy of
International Boundary and Water Commission.
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reacted with surprise, since he believed the survey could be made
within the time and means as planned. Nonetheless, he informed
Emory that the administration would make the request, although he
still hoped Emory would not exceed the original appropriation. 51
At San Antonio Emory prepared for the long trek to El Paso. Radziminski joined him with the wagon loads of equipment on October
18. Emory hired sixty-eight support personnel-teamsters, herders,
cooks, guards, ambulance drivers, and servants. Brevet Captain Edmund
Kirby Smith and a company of the Seventh Infantry provided initial
security. On October 26, 1854, the march began, slowly at first, because
the rains left the groundsoggy and difficult for the heavily-laden wagons.
Later the roads were better, grass and water plentiful, and the train
reached El Paso. 52
On December 2, 1854, Emory held his first meeting with the Mexican commissioner, his old friend Jose Salazar y Larrequi. The first
order of business called for determining the initial point, that is, the
location where parallel 31°47' strikes the Rio Grande. Astronomical
observations gave them this point on the ground. On January 31, 1855,
senior members of the joint commission and prominent local individuals met at a ceremony-the laying of the foundation for the monument
at the initial point. Among those present were Lieutenant Colonel
Edmund B. Alexander, commanding officer at Fort Bliss, and officers
and ladies of the post. A brief document, one copy in English and the
other in Spanish, was signed by Emory, Salazar y Larrequi, Radziminski, four Americans, and a like number of Mexicans. The paper read:
We, the undersigned, have this day assembled to witness the
laying of the foundation of the monument which is to mark the
initial point of the boundary between the United Stales and the
Republic of Mexico, agreed upon, under the treaty of Mexico, on
the part of the United States by William Helmsley Emory, and on
the part of the Republic of Mexico by Jose Salazar y Larrequi,
latitude 31°47'.
51. Radzimin5ki to Emory, [October 14, 1854], folder 69, box 7, Emory to Robert
McClelIand, November 1, 1854, McClelIand to Emory, November 27, 1854, folder 70,
box 8, Emory Papers.
52. Radziminski to Emory, [October 14, 1854], Emory to McClelland, October 24,
1854, folder 69, box 7, Emory Papers; Emory, Boundary Survey, I: 23-24. After serving
with the boundary commission, Radziminski and E. Kirby Smith joined the newlyactivated Second U.S. Cavalry Regiment.
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The signed paper was placed in a glass bottle and deposited five feet
under the center of the monument. 53
With the initial point marked and publicly proclaimed, Emory was
eager to start surveying the boundary line westward. His technical
.team consisted of himself, Radziminski, and twelve astronomers, surveyors, and assistants. While in Washington, he had organized the
Pacific party under Lieutenant Michler for the eastward survey from
the Colorado River to the intersection of 31°20' north latitude with the
ll1th meridian of longitude.. Emory planned to have the two parties
meet at this junction near Nogales, Arizona. 54
In accordance with terms of the Gadsden Treaty, Emory ran the
survey along latitude 31°47' for 100 miles, then due south for about 30
miles to latitude31°20', and westward again along 31°20' forabout 170
miles to the ll1th meridian, which he reached the first week of May
1855. Radziminski, at Emory's side during the survey, mayor may not
have taken part in the technical operations. Meanwhile, Michler surveyed the Colorado River from the California border south for the
specified 28 miles. He was then to move on a direct line for some 240
miles to the planned junction. 55
Emory arrived at Nogales and waited for Michler. Not hearing
from his subordinate, Emory sent out scouts, wHo Jound the Michler
group on the Gila River. Michler had concluded that running the s'urvey
across the desert of Arizona was impossible at the time, since the water
holes were dry. ·For a large group of four officers, twenty men; and
sixty soldiers, the problem Of water loomed as an insurmountable obstacle. The Mexican surveyor, Francisco Jimenez, and Michler agreed to
suspend the survey and travel via the Gila River to Nogales. There
they would· run the line westward, hoping rainfall would refill the
water holes in the interim. 56
Responding to Emory's urgent call to meet with him, Michler rode
ahead witn a small party to report to Emory, who was angry over his
subordinate's failure to complete the surVey. What upset Emory was
the thought of spending money for work he believed should have been
done. Worried that he might be forced to resort to the emergency fund
of $71,450, which the Secretary of the Interior had cautioned him about,
53. Emory, Boundary Survey, I: 26-28; E. B. Alexander to Emory, January 27, 1855,
folder 72, box 8, Emory Papers.
.54. Emory, Boundary Survey, I: 24.
55. Ibid., I: 112-13.
56. Ibid., I: 115-16, 118.
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Exacting' and difficult to get along
with, William H. Emory, shown here
in an engraving, many years after
, the boundary survey, nevertheless
found Charles Radziminski a valuable and dependable associate.
Emory expressed his satisfaction in
a letter of farewell to Radziminski
in early 1856.

he reacted drastically. He decided to disband Michler's team and conduct the remaining survey with his own group. Lieutenant Francis
Patterson, commanding the escort for Michler, shocked Emory, however, by denying him the escort. Patterson maintained that he and his
soldiers were assigned by military orders specifically to Michler's party,
which was nonsense because the War Department had provided the
security to the commission. Assigning Patterson to Michler was simply
a matter of administrative. arrangement. Clearly Patterson was ins~b
ordinate to ,the commissioner and superior officer of the army Emory
communicated his frustration·over Patterson'sbehavior to the Secretary
of the Interior. "The course pursued by him," Emory wrote, "has·defeated
my plans to repair the disaster of Lt. Michler, and I am forced as the
least [sic]oftwo evils to keep that expensively organized party in the
field to complete'the unfinished work between the 111° and the Colorado." Nevertheless, Emory showed, good sense. His mission was overriding, tllat is" to run the survey in the shortest time with the utmost
economy. Bowing to the inevitable, he instructed Michler to complete
the survey under the protection of Patter~on's soldiers. 57
Discharging the larger component of the commission, Emory divided
57. Emory to McClelland, June 20, 1855, folder 77; box 8, Emory Papers. Nathaniel
Michler and Francis Patterson may have conspired to thwart Emory. Emory's decision
to replace Michler could have been damaging, including loss of reputation as a surveyor
and adverse impact on his army career.
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his team into two divisions and instructed Radziminski to lead the first
division to San Antonio, where the Secretary would pay. and release
the men. Emory followed with the second division after refitting and
restarting Michler's party. Radziminski departed Los Nogales on June
21, 1855. Several officers traveled in his division, including Lieutenant
Charles Turnbull, Marine T. W. Chandler, Frank Wheaton, John G.
O'Donoghue, Winder Emory, and James Houston. Upon arriving at
Franklin (EI Paso) on July 19, Radziminski rested the train and repaired
the wagons for the remaining journey to San Antonio. He felt a sense
of discourtesy in not returning the farewell calls of the officers at Los
Nogales. In a letter to Emory he added a postscript: "You will please
defend me before the officers and others, if you hear them complaining
of my want of politeness in not returning their visits, but I was so busy
and so occupied that I had not time."SB
At San Antonio, Radziminski accepted a commission of First Lieutenanf, U.S. Army, from Secretary of War Jefferson Davis on October
I, 1855. Reluctant to part with his long-time assistant, Emory asked
Secretary of Interior McClelland to request the War Department to
allow Radziminski to serve to the end of the year. Subsequently, the
commissioner applied for an additional month. In approving the second stay, Adjutant General Samuel Cooper asked that as soon as Emory
could dispense with Radziminski's services to direct him to the adjutant
general's office for orders. 59
When the two parted, ErilOry wrote Radziminski a letter of farewell
in which he stressed his associate's fidelity and ability with the commission. Expressing his sincere wishes for happiness and success in a
military career, Emory closed with "1 am very truly your friend." And
well might Emory be pleased with Radziminski. Their smooth relationship insured the success of the boundary survey. In contrast to the
dissension and frequent personnel changes of the Bartlett commission,
Emory's commission performed as a coordinated team. As Emory stated
in his report: "This organization was continued with scarcely a change
until the successful conclusion of the field-work in the fall of 1855."60
Undoubtedly Radziminski's tact, spirit of cooperation, and sense
of humor formed the basis of an amicable relationship, since Emory
58. Emory to McClelland, June 19, ·1855, Emory to Radziminski, June 20, 1855,
Radziminski to Emory, July 26, 1855, ,folders 77.and 78, box 8, Emory Papers.
59. Emory to McClelland, October 9, 1855, Samuel Cooper to Emory, January 2,
1856, folders 81 and 83, box 8, Emory Papers.
60. Emory to Radziminski, January 4, 1856, folder 83, box 8, Emory Papers; Emory,
Boundary Survey, I: 24.
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was not easy to get along with. Exacting and demanding, Emory had
had differences with surveyor Gray during the California survey in
1849 while he was chief astronomer. He also had trouble with junior
officers. Although lieutenants Tillinghast, F. W. Smith, and Michler
were excellent officers and hand-picked· for the commission, Emory
became dissatisfied with them, angry over their performance, and tried
to punish them. Then, too, Lieutenant Whipple came to dislike Emory.
He told Colonel Graham frankly: "I have ever said that 1 would not
again serve under the command of Major Emory, if 1 could avoid it."
Even though Whipple had gained considerable experience before and
during the Mexican survey, he did not serve under commissioner Emory.
Radziminski, however, seemed to understand Emory and got his confidence. Without doubt, Emory made an exceptional choice in Radziminski, whose service as surveyor and secretary of the boundary
commission reflected his engineering ability, leadership, and sterling
character. 61
First Lieutenant Radziminski joined the Second U.S. Cavalry Regiment in Texas in March 1856 but served less than three years because
of failing health. He died of tuberculosis on August 18, 1858, while on
sick leave in Memphis, Tennessee. His untimely death ended a promising military career. Yet, he made his mark on the history of the
Southwest. For unknown reasons, Emory gave Radziminski scant credit
in his published report of the survey, and historians have tended to
overlook him. Fortunately, the archives have preserved the record of
Charles Radziminski's substantial role in drawing the long boundary
between Mexico and the United States. 62

61. Amiel W. Whipple to Graham, February 15, 1852, box marked Correspondence
1852, Graham Papers; Lenard E. Brown, Survey of the United States-Mexican Boundary1849-1855 (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service,
1969),75.
'
62. George F. Price, Across the Continent with the Fifth Cavalry (New York: Antiquarian
Press, 1959),469; Memphis Daily Appeal, August 19, 1858, p. 3. Emory's bare mention of
Radziminski in his published report on the survey could be attributed to Emory's intense
dislike of Bartlett. Robert V. Hine writes that "Emory's attitude toward Bartlett had
turned increasingly sour," and some of that hostility may have influenced Emory's
attitude toward Radziminski. Bartlett is fair to Emory in his Personal Narrative, but Emory
could not resist derogating Bartlett in his official report. Robert V. Hine, Bartlett's West:
Drawing the Mexican Boundary (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1968), 89.

The Battle of Tierra Amarilla
NORMAN J. BENDER

In the annals of warfare between Indians and the U.S. Army in the
Southwest, the May 1872 confrontation between
Indians and soldiers of the Eighth Cavalry at the small community of Tierra Amarilla
in northern New Mexico is generally ignored. At first glance this minor
engagement seems to result from unfortunate circumstances unique to
a particular situation. By examining these events in the broader perspective of the spirit of the times, however, they provide a fine example
of problems experienced by well-meaning Indian agents trying to do
good for the Indians entrusted to their care under the so-called Peace
Policy of the 1870s. I

Ute
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Reacting to demand·for reform of the Indian service after the Civil
War, President Ulysses S. Grant agreed in June 1870 to a plan whereby
all appointees as Indian agents would be Christian men nominated by
the mission boards of the nation's great churches. In subsequent distribution of agencies among churches, the Presbyterian Church received
responsibility in the Southwest for appointments at the Navajo and
Hopi agencies in Arizona, the southern Apache and Mescalero Apache
agencies in southern New Mexico, and the agency for the Jicarilla
Apaches and Moache Utes at Cimarron in northeastern New Mexico.
In spring 1871, when the Lutheran Church decided to relinquish the
agency for the Capote and Weminuche Utes at Abiquiu in north central
New Mexico because "the field of usefulness [was] not very promising,"
the Presbyterians agreed to accept this additional obligation. 2
The noticeable lack of promise for useful service to the Capote and
Weminuche Utes could have been explained by the resistance of these
Indians to plans by their Great Father in Washington, D.C., to move
them from their traditional hunting grounds to join other Utes on a
reservation in southwestern Colorado. A treaty signed in 1868 between
the United States and leaders of various Ute bands, including the
Capote and Weminuche factions, had presumably included a pledge
from the Indians to gather on the proposed reservation established for
their "absolute and undisturbed" use. Months and years passed, however, while the New Mexico Utes chose to deny that they had ever
really agreed to the relocation. 3
2. Jacob D. Cox to John Lowrie, August 19, 1870, document 276, file B-2, letters
received, American Indian Correspondence (AIC), Record Group (RG) Ms In25, Presbyterian Historical SOciety, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; B. R. Cowen to Lowrie, June 27,
1871, document 275, file RG 31-40-8, AIC; E. S. Zevely to Board of Indian Commissioners,
March 15, 1871, letters received, Board of Indian Commissioners, 1870-1872, 5 vols., I:
i45, RG 75, National Archives, Washington, D.C. The northern branch of the Presbyterian Church, known at the time as the Presbyterian Church in the United States of
Ainerica, had responsibility for agencies in the Southwest and for the Uintah Valley
agency for the Ute Indians in Utah, the Seminole and Choctaw agencies in Indian
Territory, and the Nez Perce agency in Idaho.
3. The Capote, Weminuche, and Moache bands were regarded generally as the
Southern Utes. They resided in parts ofsouthern Colorado and northern New Mexico,
while Tabeguache, Grand River, Yainpa, and Uintah Utes considered areas of central
and northern Colorado and eastern Utah their home. See Floyd A. O'Neil, ed., The
Southern Utes: A Tribal History (Ignacio, Colorado: Southern Ute Tribe, 1972); vii-viii;
James W. Covington, "Federal Relations Between Ute Indians and the United States
Government, 1848-1900" (doctoral dissertation, University of Oklahoma, 1949); Orner
C.Stewart, Ethnohistorical Bibliography of the Ute Indians of Colorado (Boulder: University
of Colorado Press, 1971); and Charles J. Kappler, ed., Indian Treaties, 1778-1883 (New
York: Interland Publishing Co., 1972), 990-96.
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With little or no awareness ofthe situation, John Lowrie, secretary
of the Board of Foreign Missions of the Presbyterian Church in New
York City, assigned John,S. Armstrong ofXenia, Ohio, to the Abiquiu
agency. Numerous endorsements for Armstrong seemed to make him
an ideal candidate for the position. Armstrong was a good family man
with a wife and two small children. He had received an excellent collegiate and theological education, intending at one time to become a
minister. He also had served with honor as an officer in the Union
Army. Since the' war he had 'an excellent employment record with the
Pittsburgh, Cihcinnati and St. Louis Railroad. Lowrie. decided to submit
his name to the Office of Indian Affairs for the Abiquiu appointment,
but· when Armstrong learned in July of his assignment he could not
decide, at first, if he really wantedit. 4 ,
Armstrong apparently. had permitted his friends to forward his
name as an applicant for an agency appointment, but having heard
nothing from these recommendations, he was surprised when he read
about his selection in the Xenia. Gazette. Assuming the name Abiquiu
denoted an Indian tribe, he wrote at once to the Office of Indian Affairs
requesting information about them. Armstrong soon received assurance that the Utes at Abiquiu, numbering about one thousand persons,
were among the most peaceable and friendly of any Indians in New
Mexico. In his ne~ job, he would be expected to induce his Indians
to settle in homes, establish schools, cultivate the soil, and, in all
respects, learn the arts of civilized life. After recei~ing this information,
Armstrongsurprisingly announced tha't he must decline the appointment. The very sudden notice, he said, prevented him from making
suitable arrangements for his business and family. 5
.'.
John Lowrie, disappointed by this unexpected turn of events,
searched for another nominee. But before a replacement could be
approved,. Armstrong changed his mind, informing one and all of his
4. J. W. Montgomery to Lowrie, February 3, 1871, and Allison Eavry to Lowrie;'
February 25, 1871, documents 66 and 68, file RG 31-40-6, Ale. See alSo Henry G. Waltmann, "John e. Lowrie and Presbyterian Indian Administration, 1870-1882," Journal of
Presbyterilm History, 54 (Summer 1976), 259-76. In 1837 the General Assembly of the
Presbyterian Church gave care of American Indian missions to' the Board of Foreign
Missions, reasoning that Indian tribes' were treated as foreign nations and spoke foreign
languages.. See Sherman H. Doyle, Presbyterian Home Missions (Philadelphia: Presbyterian
Board of Publications and Sabbath School Work, 1902), 74.'
5. John S. Armstrong to Ely S. Parker; July 19, 1871, letters received, 1824-1880,
New Mexico Superintendency, microcopy M-234, roll 558, Office of Indian Affairs (OIA),
RG 75, National Archives, Washington, D.e.;H. R. Clum to Armstrong, July 27, 1871,
letters sent, 1824-1882, MiCrocopy M-21, roll 102,' ibid.; Armstrong to Clum, July 31,
1871, document 233, file L-1, Ale.
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renewed willingness to go to Abiquiu. The Secretary of the Interior
then announced Armstrong's appointment effective August 23, 1871.
A week later Lowrie was dismayed when he received still another
rejection notice from Armstrong who maintained, again, that he could
not arrange his affairs in Xenia in time to allow for an early departure
to New Mexico. Lowrie and numerous other government officials surely
were ready to write finis to Armstrong, but to their amazement, the
vacillating nominee announced a few days later that he had changed
his mind yet again. With a travel advance of three hundred dollars
from the Office of Indian Affairs already in his possession, Armstrong
said he was ready to start for New Mexico in early September. Finally,
on October 3, 1871, a Santa Fe newspaper revealed Armstrong's departure from that city to assume his duties as Indian agent at Abiquiu. 6
When Armstrong arrived at Abiquiu he relieved Lieutenant Jonathan B. Hanson, who had been detached from regular duty with the
Twenty-fifth Infantry in August 1869 to fill the agency position at Abiquiu temporarily.7 Hanson's experience with the Utes had not been
gratifying. The Indians firmly opposed arrangements in the 1868 treaty
for relocation in Colorado. Although annuity goods promised in the
treaty were deliberately withheld from the Utes to try to coerce them
into making the move, Hanson saw no reason not to provide emergency
assistance to his Indians. At times he obtained limited supplies of food
from an incidental fund maintained by the Superintendent of Indian
Affairs for New Mexico in Santa Fe. No money was available, however,
to secure badly needed clothing for the practically naked Utes who
came to the agency in winter suffering from exposure. Complaining
bitterly about his lack of support, Hanson told his superiors that under
the circumstances "it becomes very disagreeable for the agent, and also
very difficult to 'keep the Indians contented and peaceable."s
.
John Armstrong received his initial exposure to conditions at the
agency when he viewed his headquarters for the first time. One small
building served as storehouse and residence for the agent and was
6. Armstrong to Commissioner of Indian Affairs, August 18, 1871, Armstrong to
Clum, September 5, 1871, M-234, roll 558, OIA, RG 75; Clum to Nathaniel Pope,August
23, 1871, Records of the New Mexico Superintendency of Indian Affairs, 1849-1880,
microcopy T-21, rolll3, alA, RG 75; Santa Fe Daily New. Mexican, October 3, 1871.
7. Francis B. Heitman, Historical Register and Dictionary of the United States Army (2
vols., Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1903), I: 498.
8. Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the Secretary o/the Interior, 1871 (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1871), 368, 404-9; Jonathan B. Hanson to
Pope, April 5, 1871, T-21, roll 13, alA, RG 75.
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rented from a local citizen for a two-hundred-dollar annual fee, an
amount more than half its original cost. The new agent's dejection
increased as he explored the Abiquiu countryside. Recalling his directive to make the Indians tillers of the soil, he recognized at once the
futility of this edict. He could find no available land in Abiquiu or its
vicinity suitable for cultivation. 'Despite such disquieting discoveries,
Armstrong determined to learn more of these Indians. But even this
commendable goal proved difficult to achieve because only on rare
occasions did small groups of Utes appear at the agency. During those
visits Armstrong could, not help noticing with despair the destitute
condition of his charges who, in his opinion, seemed to know nothing
of civilized life. In fact as Armstrong knew it, civllized life in Abiquiu
was very hard to discern at all. Moreover, since his family had remained
in Xenia, he was lonely. He was a newcomer in a small town and felt
excluded by his neighbors, all of whom spoke Spanish and belonged
to the Catholic Church. Although he would have welcomed the company of a missionary of his own faith, he admitted to John Lowrie that
assigning a Presbyterian m~nister to Abiquiu would probably be unwise
in light of Catholicism's entrenched position. 9
Armstrong also was troubled by the severity of winter in northern
New Mexico. An attack of inflammatory rheumatism, which he attributed to the cold and heavY snow, became so severe that he had to
travel to Santa Fe early- irlJebruary for medical treatment. Recovered
somewhat-'from his 'prostrating iUness, Armstrong returned in a few
days to Abiquiu where he found an inquiry from John Lowrie awaiting
him. The'missionboard secretary wondered if A~mstrong thought his
Indians could be clvilized and Christianized. Armstrong's response was
not encouraging. He regarded the Capote and Weminuche Utes as
existing in "a state of nature," roaming at large with no desire to settle
down and become tillers of the soil .. They appe'ared content with a life
style sustained by hunting and occasional government handouts. Their
salvation, materially and spiritually, depended of course on their acquiescence to reservation life where, in Armstrong's estimation, at least
two hundred children and adults would want to attend school. With
his Indians on a reservation, Armstrong believed he could shield them
from the Catholic priests who, Armstrong believed, were attempting
9. Hanson to Parker, February 10, 1871, M-234, roll 558, OlA, RG 75; Armstrong to
Pope, November 4, 1871, T-21, roll 13, ibid.; Armstrong to Lowrie, November 20, 187!,
document 233, file RG 3-40-8, ibid.
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John Cameron Lowrie, secretary of the Board of Foreign Missions of the Presbyterian Church in New York City, had his hands full with John Armstrong
as head of the Ute agency at Abiquiu during the Battle of Tierra Amarilla.
Courtesy of Presbyterian Historical Society, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.
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to bring whole tribes into their church. Finally, confinement on a reservation would help Armstrong attain one ofhis primary goals: prevent
Indians from obtaining intoxicating liquors from white men. to
The hazards of Indians securing alcoholic beverages from unscrupulous white traders were vividly illustrated at Abiquiu near the end
of February when fifty Utes visited the town to obtain supplies. Twenty
members .of the group remained overnight and managed to obtain
liquor from local dealers. When the Indians became intoxicated, they
began threatening agency employees and villagers. Only the determined efforts of an agency interpreter and other citizens succeeded in
confining the Utes until they sobered, presumably preventing an outbreak of violence in the streets of Abiquiu. Although the Indians refused
to reveal who had given them the liquor, Armstrong immediatelybrought
suspeCts before a Santa Fe grand jury for indictment and trial. Following that, Armstronginsi~tednothing more was seen of drunken Indians
and anticipated no more trouble. It
.
Unfortunatley, not only
Indians found it difficult to resist liquor
in Abiquiu. David McFarland, pastor of the Presbyterian Church in
Santa Fe, felt it his duty to notify Nathaniel Pope, Superintendent of
Indian Affairs for New Mexico, that Armstrong was said to have been
unmistakenly intoxicated on many occasions. Learning of McFarland's
allegations, Armstrong endeavored to explain his conduct. While in
the army, he told McFarland, he had suffered from rheumatism,'and
a physician had prescribed 'certain drugs and liquors for his relief. At
Abiquiu his ailment persisted, and Armstrong confessed that he may
have used too much medication at times, but only because· he desperately needed to alleviate his pain. t2
Rumors of Armstrong's affliction reached other New Mexico Presbyterians as well. John Lowrie finally heard of the situation from Andrew
Curtis, Presbyterian agent for the Mescalero Apaches at Fort Stanton.
Curtis heard of Armstrong becoming so inebriated on one visit to Santa
Fe that he lost his hat. Fearing reports of his condition had reached
the mission board, Armstrong tried to defend himself. He told Lowrie
his rheumatism had flared up again because of having to camp in
inclement weather when visiting Indians. He insisted his treatment

Ute

10. Santa Fe Daily New Mexican, February 3, 1872; Armstrong to Lowrie, March 2
and March 5, 1872, documents 74 and 77, file L-1, AIC.
11. Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the Secretary of the Interior, 1872
(Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1872),307-8; Armstrong to Pope, February 29, 1872, T-21, roll 15, OIA, RG 75.
12. McFarland to Pope, March 5, 1872, Armstrong to McFarland, April 4, 1872, T21, rolls 17 and 15, ibid.
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with morphine, combined with wine and other liquors, had been prescribed by a reputable physician in Santa Fe. Fortunately, because of
complete recovery, he could discontinue his "medicine." Lowrie generously accepted Armstrong's explanation but noted the board's deep
concern over his conduct. 13
Armstrong needed better health when warmer weather returned
to New Mexico because his Indians had resumed their wandering life
style. One particular band of Capote Utes, led by Sobota, precipitated
a crisis at the end of March. Earlier in the month the Utes had heard
the Great Spirit was visiting his people in the Green River valley of
Utah. Convinced that if he took his followers there they would receive
everything they would need for health and happiness, Sobota determined to go see this wonder.. The Utes allegedly stole about thirty
horses to help convey them to the hallowed meeting place. Learning
of the Indians' departure, Armstrong sent a messenger to order them
to return and surrender the stolen animals. When the messenger overtook Sobota's band, the Utes refused to obey, arrogantly maintaining
they had only borrowed the horses and would relinquish them when
they returned to Abiquiu. Dismayed by this report and stories of other
Ute depredations, Armstrong called on the cavalry on April 3 to help
keep peace and chastise the rebellious Utes. 14 Together, these events
set the stage for the battle of Tierra Amarilla on May 6, 1872.
Responding at the end of April to Armstrong's distress signals, a
detachment of troops from the Eighth Cavalry stationed at Fort Wingate, New Mexico, arrived at Tierra Amarilla where a meeting was
scheduled for May 6 between Armstrong, Lieutenant J. ·D. Stevenson,
commander of the soldiers, and Sobota and his Utes. The conference
began at 9 A.M. in a large room secured for the purpose. It adjoined
the town plaza. Stevenson began the discussion notifying the Indians
of the anger of government officials in New Mexico at the "perfidious
conduct" the Utes exhibited when they violated pledges made in their

13. Andrew Curtis to Lowrie, March 19, 1872, and Armstrong to Lowrie, April 15,
1872, documents 102 and 132, file L-l, AIC; Lowrie to Armstrong, June 7, 1872, Board
of Foreign Missions, letterpress copies of letters sent, RG 31-43-2, p. 214, Presbyterian
Historical Society.
14. Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 1872, p. 308; Armstrong to Pope, April
3, 1872, M-234, roll 559, alA, RG 75. One writer in a Santa Fe newspaper decided that
"a little wholesome chastising will do the Utes good. They have been at peace so long,
and have for that reason been so petted, that they have become spoiled." Santa Fe Daily
New Mexican, April 4, 1872. Alternative spellings used at the time for the Ute chief's
, name included Sobita, Sabato, and Sabita.
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treaty with the United States. Stevenson demanded immediate restoration of. the stolen horses and delivery of the thieves for appropriate
punishment. 15
The Indians laughed at Stevenson's proposition. Sobota promised
to return some of the stolen horses but insisted he could not produce
the thieves because he had no idea who they were. Armstrong and
Stevenson then decided on a devious plan to secure some of the Utes
as hostages pending return of the stolen property and identification
of the thieves. Stevenson urged Sobota and several of his warriors to
accompany him on a friendly visit to Santa Fe to "have a talk with the
Generals." The Indians objected emphatically, stating they could say
no more to the generals than they had already said in the meeting in
Tierra Amarilla. The discussion continued to no avail until late in the
day, when Stevenson decided on a bold stroke. He ordered his seventeen soldiers to surround the Indian delegation, announcing he would
use force, if necessary, to take several Ute hostages. Alarmed, the
Indians'strung their bows and loaded their rifles while one of their
number broke through the cordon of troops to ride for help from others
of Sobota's band assembled nearby.
The situiltion was getting out of hand. Perhaps with sobering
second thoughts about the disastrous potential, Stevenson later
acknowledged reluctance to involve the government in open warfare
with the Ute people. When twenty-five to thirty Ute reinforcements
appeared, the Indians who had been meeting with Stevenson and
Armstrong pushed their way through the soldiers and galloped off to
join them. Stevenson sent an interpreter to plead with the Utes to
return for more discussion, but the emissary soon returned. The Indians had answered, "No! Tell the soldiers to come out here, we want
to fight them."Ib
What to do? Backing away from this challenge might be perceived
as cowardice on the part of the Great Father's soldiers. On the other
hand, a pitched battle might spark a general Ute war. It was a weighty
decision for a young lieutenant. aware that the consequences of his
actions might have far-reachiI?-g effects. Stevenson decided to advance
slowly, careful not to give cause for alarm. As the soldiers approached,
15. J. D. Stevenson, to Acting Assistant Adjutant General, District of New Mexico,
May 6, 1872, and Armstrong to Pope, May 6, 1872, M-234, roll 559, OlA, RG 75; Report
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 1872, p. 308; Frank D. Reeve, "The Federal Indian
Policy in New Mexico, 1858-1880," New Mexico Historical Review, 13 (April 1938), 162-63;
Santa Fe Daily New Mexican.. May 17, 1872.
16. Stevenson to Acting Assistant Adjutant General, May 6, 1872, M-234, roll 559,
OIA, RG 75.
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the Indians retreated, wheeling and galloping their horses in a show
of defiance. When they reached the crest of a steep bluff leading down
to a river, however, the Utes withdrew no further. From behind natural
cover, they prepared a determined'resistance. Undoubtedly sensitive
to the futility of his efforts to that point, Stevenson decided to show
his taunting opponents they could not go unpunished. "I could advance
no further after them," Stevenson reported, "unless at great danger of
being entirely cut up unless I dislodged them from the position they
had taken behind the bushes and rocks, so I was obliged to open fire
on them."17
The Utes returned fire, and a sharp, twenty-minute conflict ensued.
Ultimately, the Indians abandoned their positions;' fleeing across the
river, and Stevenson wisely decided not to pursue them into unfamiliar
territory. Casualties were minimal, though the soldiers saw one Indian
fall and one trooper suffered a bullet wound in his leg. In' his report,
Stevenson insisted he and Armstrong had labored for hours to reach
a peaceful understanding, but the Utes' "overbearing pride and self~
reliant foolhardiness prompted them to resist every proposition that
did not suit them."18 Thus ended the battle of Tierra Amarilla.
There were no lasting repercussions, Sobota-and his people were
content to take refuge in secluded areas of the mountains of northern
New Mexico. On May 18, General Gordon Granger, Commander of
the Military District of New Mexico, arrived at Tierra Amarilla with
another contingent of troops. Granger sent messengers to find Sobota
with promises of safe conduct to the' agency at Abiquiu where, if the
Indians returned the stolen livestock, there would be no further action
taken by the government. Also ready for peace, the Utes complied with
Granger's directive, retUrning eleven horses and twenty-four cattle to
Armstrong who promptly returned them to their owners. Armstrong
recalled the Utes saying they would fight the soldiers no more and
intended to maintain harmonious relations with the Great 'Father. 19
Armstrong was pleased with the outcome. He thought he had
acted promptly in calling for military assistance in a potentially dangerous situation. He believed army representatives had appreciated
his advice at all stages of the confrontation, and he was sure a show
of force had had a positive impact on all Indians in his charge. "1 am
well satisfied," he exulted, "that they [the Utes} now fully understand
17. Ibid,
18. Ibid.
19. Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 1872, p. 308; Armstrong to Pope, May
21, 1872, T-21, roll 15, orA, RG 75.
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that the Government is in. earnest, and that they feel the importance
of :reform among their yqung men. "20
.
Armstrong welcomed renewing friendly relations because another
matter required his attention. His predecessor, Lieut~nant Jonathan
Hanson, had recommended moving the agency from Abiquiu' to Tierra
Amarilla. Hanson believed the agent could maintain closercontactwith
Indians·at Tierra Amarilla and the government would realize savings
from lower rentals on agency buildings. Armstrong agreed with Hanson/s assessment. Pr~senting his case to Nathaniel Pope, Armstrong
also argued that because Tierra Amarilla was located fifty miles north
of Abiquiu, Indians visiting the new agency would no longer need to
pass through more settled areas around Abiquiu. Officials at the Interior
Department were convinced. On June 15 Pope authorized Armstrong
to make the move and by the end of June, Armstrong had completed
the relocation, disposing of the government property at Abiquiu at
public auction. 21
Moving the agency may have yielded· short-term benefits, but fundamental problems remained; The Capote and Weminuche Utes still
showed no desire to move to the Ute reservation in Colorado. Armstrong ventured a compromi~e plan. Let his Utes have a reservation
of their own in the extreme northwest comer of New Mexico. It was
.an area well watered by the San Juan River with good soil an.d an
abundance of timber: Armstrong was aware of Ute aversion to planting,
but th~y would. have to become farmers sooner or later.to survive.·With
their own reservation, many of the young men surely would be willing
to raise crops. In addition, in the protected confines of the reservation
envisioned by Armstr~ng, schools could be established for Ute children/ and missionaries could teach "the true plan of salvation and the
way of eternallife."22 .
Although some government officials in summer 1872 may have
appreciated the need to prepare Ut~ Indians for salvation, a more
urgent matter required attention. Gold had been discovered on the
new Ute reservation in southwestern Colorado. Prospectors streamed
into the area, paying no heed to the restrictions the treaty of 1868
placed on white trespassers. Hoping to persuade ,the Utes to sell the
20. Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 1872, p. 309; Armstrong to Lowrie,
June 22, 1872, document 197, file L-1, AlC:
21. Armstrong to Pope, Apri130, M-234, roll 559, OIA, RG.75; Armstrong to Pope,
June 25, 1872, T-21, roll 15, ibid.; Pope to Armstrong, June 15, 1872, T-21, roll 29, ibid.
22. Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 1872, p. 309; Armstrong to Lowrie,
June 15, 1872, document 191, file L-l, AIC.
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mineral-rich portions of the reservation, a distinguished delegation
appointed by the Secretary of the Interior met with representatives of
all Ute bands'except the Weminuche at the Los Pinos agency in southern Colorado at the end of August. Colorado Territorial Governor Edward
M. McCook headed the special commission. For four days' the commissioners cajoled, but the Indians held to a policy of no more land
cessions. Chavez, a leader of the Tabeguache band, summarized the
Ute position succinctly. "1 fear if we sell these mines, other mines will
be discovered in our country," the perceptive chief argued, "and the
miners will want them, and so all will be taken from us. "23
When the meetings concluded on August 31, the participants symbolically'shook hands as a pledge of continued friendship. But there
was no agreement on how to open a portion of the Ute reservation
legally for mineral exploitation. Not invited to the conference, John
Armstrong had no interest in the mining issue, although he was concerned about any arrangements that might affect his two bands of Utes.
He was disappointed to learn the discussions had given no serious
considerations to his plan for a separate Ute reservation in New Mexico.
In fact, the government commissioners had insisted that the "lower
Utes" were still expected to move onto the Colorado reservation. Governor McCook had even told the Indian delegations that it might be
possible for the government to have all the miners removed from the
reservation by December 1. In tum, however, the chiefs would have
to compel the New MeXico Utes to move inside the limits of the Colorado reservation by the same time. The chiefs could provide no guarantee, and the issue, along with the larger problem of reservation
boundaries, remained unresolved at the end of 1872. 24
While his superiors considered the larger Ute problem in early
1873, Armstrong worked toward more limited goals. Citing examples
of destitute Indians visiting Tierra Amarilla during periods of bitter
cold and deep snow, Armstrong reminded Edwin Dudley, newly
appointed Superintendent of Indian Affairs for New Mexico, that he
needed funds to purchase food and clothing for these people. He also
asked for permission to take several Ute chiefs to Washington where
he hoped they could argue for a separate reservation for the Capote
23. Report of the Board of Indian Commissioners, 1872, p. 99. A useful synthesis of
problems associated with opening the Ute reservation to mining can be found in LeRoy
R. Hafen, "The Ute and the San Juan Mining Region," in David A. Horr, ed., Ute Indians
II (New York: Garland Publishing, 1974), 267-324.
24. Report of the Board of Indian Commissioners, 1872, p. 103.
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and Weminuche Utes. Armstrong also hoped to remedy his loneliness
by bringing his wife and children to Tierra Amarilla. 25
These goals remained unachieved because several Presbyterians
in New Mexico again raised questions about Armstrong's moral con"
duct. The first of these accusations reached John Lowrie early in January. The Reverend James Roberts, who arrived in New Mexico in fall
1872 to open a mission school at an Indian Pueblo, warned Lowrie that
he had heard on good authority of Armstrong's having resumed his
bad habits. Outraged, Roberts accused Armstrong of drunkenness and
"whoredom and adultery with his Indians and neighboring Mexicans."26
Lowrie received similar allegations from an elder of the Presbyterian church in Santa Fe. This gentleman said he had encountered
Armstrong three times the past year, and each time Armstrong had
appeared to be under the influence of alcohol. On one occasion, Armstrong had attended the Santa Fe church, and members of the congregation were convinced he was intoxicated. The elder even suggested
that in the future, Presbyterian Indian agents in New Mexico should
become members of the' church in Santa Fe so'their conduct could be
monitored by the church's governing body. 27
, Armstrong was not without his defenders. The' agency's interpreter believed Armstrong's story about using liquor and morphine at
times to relieve rheumatic pain. However, he had never known or
heard of the agent sleeping with Indian or Mexican women. In close
association with Armstrong, the interpreter had never seen the agent
so incapacitated he could not attend to his duties, and the Indians had
confidence and respect for him. Another employee at the agency regarded
Armstrong as "a dutiful and faithful officer" who was doing the best
he could for his Ute bands under the circumstances. Certainly, he
25. Armstrong to Edwin Dudley, January 18 and 31, 1873, T-21, roll 18, OrA, RG
75; Armstrong to Lowrie, January 10, March 3, 1873, documents 16 and 65, file M, Arc.
26. Santa Fe Daily New Mexican, October 19, 1872; James Roberts to Lowrie, January
4, 1873, document 10, file M, Arc. James Roberts first appeared in the Southwest early
in 1869 with an assignment from the Board of Foreign Missions of the Presbyterian
Church to open a misson station and school at the Navajo agency at Fort Defiance,
Arizona, The board recalled him in 1872 after a dismal record of bickering with agency
employees and failure to maintain an adequate school enrollment. See Norman J. Bender,
"Presbyterians and the Grant Peace Policy: The Arizona and New Mexico Experience,"
in Duane A. Smith, ed., A Taste of the. West: Essays in Honor of Robert G. Athearn (Boulder:
Pruett Publishing Co., 1983), 4, 7-8,
27. W. F. M, Amy to Lowrie, March 17, 1873, document 83, fiJeM, Arc.
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added, no more upright or energetic agent had presided over the agency
in recent years. 28
Such disClaimers of guilt were not sufficient to allay Lowrie's suspicions. Conveying the essence of the charges to Armstrong, Lowrie
expressed hope the troubled agent could give an unqualified denial to
all accusations. Armstrong made no attempt to conceal his indignation,
insisting that all reports against him were false and malicious. He
assured, Lowrie he would go to Santa Fe at once, face his accusers, and
demand they retract their infamous statements. All efforts to clear his
name were in vain, however. His detractors were determined to secure
his dismissal. Satisfied his persecution would continue, Armstrong
resigned effective March 31, 1873, and the Secretary of the Interior
accepted his resignation, convinced, no doubt, that the best interests
of the Indian service were being served. 29
Armstrong left Tierra Amarilla with bitter feelings. Unable to collect
amounts he said the government owed him, he threatened to expose
corruption in the Indian service in New Mexico. He returned to Ohio
and resumed a business career, then reconsidered his resignation and
tried to obtain reinstatement. He insisted he had had no chance to
defend himself adequately against the charges brought against him
and argued that the Utes in his charge were satisfied with his conduct
and regretted his departure. Armstrong's contentions fell on deaf ears
at the Office of Indian Affairs, and Armstrong never resumed a career
as Indian agent in the Southwest. 30.
William Vandever, an inspector from the Office of Indian Affairs,
visited the Tierra Amarilla agency soon after Armstrong's departure.
He noted that Williamson Crothers, the new agent selected by John
Lowrie, was conducting agency affairs efficiently for someone who had
28. M. V. Stevens to Lowrie, March 7, 1873, document 70, file M, AIC; T. D. Burns
to Lowrie, September 16, 1872, document 254, file L-l, Ale.
29. Lowrie to Armstrong, January 29, 1873, letters sent, RG 31-43-2, p. 282, Board
of Foreign Missions; Armstrong to Lowrie, March 3, 1873, documents 63, 64, 66, file M,
Ale; Dudley to Commissioner of Indian Affairs, March 15, 1873, M-234, roll 560, alA,
RG 75; Armstrong to Dudley, March 24, 1873, Office of the Secretary of the Interior,
Appointment Papers, New Mexico, 1850-1907, microcopy M-750, roll 12, RG 48, National
Archives, Washington, D.e.
30. Armstrong to Dudley, May 24, 1873, T-21, roll 18, alA, RG 75; Armstrong to
Clum, July 7, 1873, M-234, roll 560, ibid.; Armstrong to Lowrie, July 16, 1873, document
179, file M, Ale. Still trying to collect amounts due him three years after he left the
Indian Service, Armstrong wrote to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on stationery
that indicated his employment with Allison and Townsley, dealers in dry goods, carpets,
shoes, and hats in Xenia, Ohio. Armstrong to Edward P. Smith, March 31, 1876, M-234,
roll 566, alA, RG 75.
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been on the job for only a short time. It was apparent to Vandever,
however, that the Utes had not advanced much in civilization. They
had cultivated little or no land and seemed indifferent to establishing
schools. Agent Crothers knew the Indians were buying whiskey openly
but seemed powerless to stop it. Removal of the Utes to Colorado could
be achieved, Vandever wrote, if the government remained firm and
insisted the Indians "yield a peaceable submission."3!
Five years passed before the Utes announced their "peaceable submission" to the government/s wishes. In summer 1873/ Colorado and
New Mexico Ute representatives resumed talks concerning land cessions with a delegation of government officials. Yielding to government
inducements, the Ute chiefs signed an agreement surrendering'more
than three million acres in Colorado. Included was a stipulation that
sometime in 1874 the government would establish a separate agency
for New Mexico Utes in the southern portion of what remained of the
Colorado Ute reservation. At last, in the summer of 1878/ the Capote
and Weminuche Utes, unable to obtain any more rations at Tierra
Amarilla, drifted north to the new agency in Colorado where their
descendants reside to this date. 32
In 187i, the Lutheran Church yielded its prerogative to appoint
agents to the Capote and Weminuche Utes because doing so had proved
unpromising. To his sorrow, John Armstrong learned that such an
appraisal was accurate. He was caught in a transition period when
expectations for uplifting the Utes were predicated upon their resettlement in Colorado. Because the Indians refused to comply with this
directive during his tenure, Armstrong could only provide token issues
of food and clothing for his charges. He faced different obstacles and
could do little to civilize and Christianize Indians who were scattered
across a vast area in northern New Mexico. Admittedly, Armstrong
was less than a saintly individual. He found it impossible to adjust to
a situation so culturally different from Xenia, Ohio. It may be that
Armstrong sought relief from 'the pressure of solitude and the frustrations of his job in alcoholic or even sexual outlets. Today, such problems
31. William Vandever to Columbus Delano, August 14, 1873, Reports of Inspection
of the Field Jurisdiction of the Office of Indian Affairs, 1873-1900, miCrocopy M-1070,
roll 29, OIA, RG 75. Williamson Crothers, recruited by Lowrie from Valparaiso, Indiana,
had served previously as agent to the Hopi Indians in northern Arizona. When Crothers
wrote to Lowrie accepting the post at Tierra Amarilla, he announced his resolve to rectify
an unfortunate situation "where the cause of Christianity has been much injured,"
Crothers to Lowrie, February 22, 1873, document 54 1/2, film M, Ale.
32. O'Neil, Southern Utes, 32; Report of the Board of Indian Commissioners, 1873 (Washington, D.e.: Government Printing Office, 1873), 124-55.
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may not seem unnatural, but the code of conduct governing those
selected as agents under the Grant Peace Policy would not permit
breaches of decorum that hinted of immorality.
Support for the principles of the Grant Peace Policy began to wane
when the president for whom it was named left office early in 1877.
Bold in concept, the program foundered on human frailty. Without a
clear understanding of the conditions of their Indian wards, decision
makers from church and government agencies in the East found it
difficult to understand the problems experienced by Indian agents in
the field. To those so far removed, the answer to the "Indian problem"
seemed simple. The Indians should just settle down, become good
farmers, and feed themselves. With this goal achieved, all other problems surely could be resolved reasonably and inexpensively. While such
reasoning sounded logical when articulated in congressional committees, it was little help to a supposedly good Christian, a young army
lieutenant, and a group of Ute Indians at Tierra Amarilla, New Mexico
on May 6, 1872. To the credit of all involved in the Battle of Tierra
Amarilla, fear of possibly disastrous consequences led to a series of
face-saving alternatives that avoided a major Indian war. With an almost
audible sigh of relief, Commissioner of Indian Affairs Francis Walker
noted in his annual report for 1872 that the single confrontation between
soldiers and Indians in New Mexico that year had resulted in only a
"slight skirmish. 1133

33. Historians generally agree that support for the Peace Policy declined after Grant's
second term ended. See Fritz, Indian Assimilation, 155; Report of the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs, 1872, p. 94.

The San Juan Gold Rush of 1860 and
Its Effect·on the Development of
Northern New Mexico
ROBERT J. TORREZ

Amid the frenzied activity of the Pikes Peak gold rush in 1859 along
Colorado's Front Range, other discoveries of gold also were reported
in the San Juan Mountains of southwestern Colorado. The San Juan
gold rush of 1860 not only led to settlement of southwestern Colorado,
but also to a significant portion of Rio Arriba County in northern New
Mexico. The men who led the rush into the San Juan region promoted
routes through northern New Mexico as a practical alternative to routes
from established mining camps in central Colorado. The process involved seemingly unassociated events, including U.S. government explorations, the efforts of New Mexican enterpreneurs with connections
to the Ute Indian Agency at Abiquiu, and the work of an adventurer
named Charles Baker. Attempts to develop mineral wealth in the San
Juan region largely failed in 1860, but the efforts associated with the
venture laid the foundation for subsequent settlement and economic
development of northwestern New Mexico.
During the mid-nineteenth century the U.S. government dispatched expeditions throughout New Mexico to gather information on
potential routes for military roads and sites for military posts. These
Robert J. Torrez is New Mexico State Historian. He holds a master's degree from
New Mexico Highlands University and is a doctoral student in history in the University
of New Mexico. He has researched the Tierra Amarilla area extensively.

257

258

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

JULY 1988

explorations collected valuable data. on geography, geology, and mineral resources. In 1859 the New Mexico territorial legislature petitioned
Congress fbr twenty-five thousand dollars for one such survey, citing
the "well known" fact that "there exists in abundance, in the mountain
region [of New Mexico], gold, silver, copper, iron, stone coal, lead,
and other metals, and precious stones." That same year Congress authorized a smaller appropriation for an expedition to explore potential
routes between New Mexico and Utah to determine the "practicability
of opening a wagon road in the neighborhood of the San Juan between
Santa Fe, New Mexico and the southern settlements of Utah."l
Captain John Navarre Macomb, in charge of explorations for New
Mexico, received orders to begin preparations for this expedition on
April 6, 1859. Captain Macomb apparently was well qualified to carry
out the assignment. In 1858 he had surveyed three potential routes for
a wagon road between Santa Fe and Taos, had considerable field experience, and was generally familiar with the territory he had been
assigned to explore. Macomb selected an old friend, Lieutenant Milton
Cogswell, who had been a member of Macomb's 1858 surveying party,
and Dr. J. S. Newberry, a geologist with experience in explorations of
the Southwest, to accompany the expedition. A small detachment of
troops under Cogswell's command provided military escort for the
group. 2
Macomb and his party set out from Santa Fe in mid-July. They
traveled northwest to Abiquiu, the "outpost of settlement in that direction." They were joined there by Albert H. Pfeiffer, agent for the
Capote and ·WeminuChe Utes, and Nepomiceno Valdez, the agency's
Ute interpreter. Pfeiffer and Valdez guided the expedition north along
the Chama River and then northwest for several days to a point fortyfive miles west of Pagosa Springs, Colorado, after which they returned
to Abiquiu. 3 Macomb and his group continued west on their own,

1. U.S., Congress, House Ms. Doc. 36, 35thCong., 2nd sess. (serial 1016); Report
of the Secretary of War, (1859) (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1859),540.
2. A. A. Humphries to J. N. Macomb, April 6, 1859, Macomb to J. D. Williams,
May 28, 1859, selected letters received, Department of New Mexico, roll 2, U.s. Army
Commands~ Record Group (RG) 98, National Archives, Washington, D.C.; Senate Exec.
Doc. 1, 36th Cong., 2nd sess. (serial 1078); F. T. Cheetham, "EI Camino Militar," New
Mexico Historical Review, 15 (January 1940), 7-9; A. B. Bender, "Government Explorations
in the Territory of New Mexico, 1849-1859," New Mexico Historical Review, 9 (January
1934), 26.
3. J. N. Macomb, Report of the Exploring Expedition From Santa Fe, New Mexico, to the
Junction of the Grand and Green Rivers of the Great Colorado of the West in 1859 (Washington,
D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1876), 5.
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conducting extensive explorations of the San Juan River arid its tributaries.
"Other expeditions were directed to different parts of New Mexico
to examine roads, "show the flag," and attempt to impress the Indians.
A month prior to Macomb's departure from Santa Fe, Lieutenant William H. Bell had explored a: well-traVeled route west from Abiquiu
through Canon Largo to the lower'tributaries of the San Juan River.
Bell and his commanding officer,' Major John L. Simpson, concluded
that a wagon road through Canon Largo was not· only feasible, but
desirable. Properly developed, they believed such a road could supply
military posts and settlements established along the San Juan River.
Simpson even suggested the San Juan be tested for "steamboatnavigation," which, if possible, could supply settlements "from the Pacific
side."4
. Meanwhile, Macomb completed his own explorations through
southwestern Colorado and northwestern New Mexico, and returned
to Santa Fe. Macomb's official report was not published until 1876, and
it made only one reference to pos'sible gold and silver deposits in the
San Juan region. In descTibing the southern edge of the "sierra de la
Plata," Macomb noted the presence of a dozen or so probable minerals,
which he said "doubtless" included "in certain localities silver and
gold:" He alluded to La Plata, the name of the mountain range, to
illustrate how common the belief was that the region contained silver,
a region consisting of p~esent-day Hinsdale, Mineral, Ouray, Sanjuan,
and parts of Rio Grande, La Plata, San Miguel, and Dolores counties
in Colorado, and portions of San Juan County in northwestern New
Mexico. s
Although not immediately published, Macomb's findings undoubtedly received attention in Santa Fe: The expedition was certainly
no secret and local interest in any information about this largely unexplored region would have been intense. Two men who demonstrated
such interest were Joseph Mercure and .Mercure's younger brother,
Henry. Joseph and Henry Mercure were Santa Fe merchants who had
been i~wolved with various commercial enterprises in New Mexico
since at least 1847. Known locally as Don Enrique, Henry was an agent
for prominent Santa Fe merchant Manuel Alvarez in the 1850s. The
4. Bender, "Government Exploration," 28; William H. Bell to John L. Simpson, July
4, 1859, Simpson to A. D. Wilkins, July 5, 1859, roll 2, U.S. Army Commands, RG 98.
5. Macomb, Report, 82; Duane A. Smith, "The San Juaner: A Compu terized Portrait,"
Colorado Magazine, 52 (Spring 1975), 137.
.
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Mercure brothers also conducted business with the Indian agencies at
Santa Fe, Taos, and Abiquiu. 6
Communications between J. S. Newberry, Macomb's geologist,
and Albert H. Pfeiffer, Ute Agent at Abiquiu, indicate Newberry had
sent Joseph Mercure some "specimens" from the San Juan region in
1859, presumably for evaluation or assay. Newberry did not specify
the nature of these "specimens," but they must have been significant
enough to prompt future exploration. During spring 1860, nearly a
year after Macomb had completed his explorations, Henry Mercure
and Pfeiffer organized a private, six-week expedition to the San Juan
region. The purpose of their expedition is unstated, but when the Santa
Fe Weekly Gazette published portions of the journal describing their
"visit" to the San Juan, it seems clear they were looking for mineral
wealth.?
Their journal indicates they set out from Abiquiu at noon, April
30, 1860. The expedition consisted of Pfeiffer, Mercure, Henry Martin,
"four Mexicans and three Utah Indians."They traveled northwest along
the Chama River, crossed the Chama near present-day Los Ojos, and
spent the following six weeks generally tracing the route Macomb followed the previous year. Entries in the journal indicate they "found a
mineral supposed to be silver" on the La Plata River, and gold along
the "Rio Manguos" and the Dolores River. These locations are not
elaborately described, however, and their mention seems almost incidental to the expedition's daily activities and observations. They returned to Abiquiu June 19, "all well, but greatly fatigued."8
There seems to have been no further mention of these finds until
later that fall, when the Gazette reported "considerable excitement" at
Abiquiu. The paper indicated it had learned from a Mr. John Ward that
"gold in great abundance" had been found on the San Juan River and
its tributaries. A large number of men had assembled at Abiquiu and
formed a company to prospect the region. These miners, boasted the
paper, were "intelligent, industrious, moral and enterprising," characteristics necessary "to accomplish the undertaking they have in hand."
6. Joseph Mercure died in 1863. Henry Mercure moved to Tierra Amarilla in 1862
and was a leading merchant there until his death in 1872. See Robert J. Torrez, "El
Campo: Forgotten Sentinel of the Tierra Amarilla" (master's thesis, New Mexico Highlands University, 1973).
7. J. S. Newberry to Albert H. Pfeiffer, August 17,1859, Records of the New Mexico
Superintendency of Indian Affairs, 1849-1880, microcopy T-21, roll 4, Office of Indian
Affairs (OIA), RG 75, National Archives, Washington, D.C.; Santa Fe Weekly Gazette, July
3, 1860.
8. Santa Fe Weekly Gazette, July 3, 1860.
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The Gazette reminded its readers of the Pfeiffer and Mercure explorations and the "many gold deposits that came under their observation."
Gold in the San Juan had long been common knowledge, the paper
said, but no "very vigorous efforts" had ever been made to prove it.
The group at Abiquiu, however, was prepared to make "fair test,"
whose results would meet everyone's "most sanguine anticipations,"
and Pfeiffer and Mercure were praised for sharing all they knew about
the region. 9
Pfeiffer organized one group ofthese miners into the Pagosa Town
Association, and by October 31, they had staked out a square mile
section around Pagosa Springs. The Association's goals were to settle
a town and develop mining. Fifty men, some apparently Abiquiu residents, were listed as members, including Pfeiffer, Mercure, Cyrus H.
DeForrest, Severo Trujillo, and Captain Charles Baker. 10
Abiquiu's gold fever and Charles Baker's arrival on the scene were
no coincidence. Baker, described by one historian as "a restless, adventurous, impecunious man who was always in search of something
new," had prospected the San JUiin in summer 1860 and returned to
the central Colorado gold camps at Leadville with "flamboyant accounts
of gold sticking out of the rocks" in the vicinity of Baker's Peak, near
present-day Silv~rton. Baker's reports prompted many miners to "pull
up stakes" and follow him to southwestern Colorado. 11
Baker explained what he was doing in New Mexico in a letter
printed by the Santa Fe Weekly Gazette on December 8, 1860. Baker
indicated he and several companions had prospected the San Juan in
August and found gold along the headwaters of the Rio De Las Animas,
175 miles northwest of Abiquiu. Baker described these gold fields as
"richer than any mines hitherto discovered to the northeast of them."
He added that most of the "gold belt" and nearly all of the region's
good agricultural land was located on the Sierra La Plata's southern
slope and therefore was not easily accessible from central Colorado.
He had decided to find a more practical way to the region "from some
central point on the frontier of New Mexico." When Baker and his
party arrived at Abiquiu in early October, they contacted Henry Mercure, who provided Baker with information about the route he and
9. Santa Fe Weekly Gazette, October 27, 1860.
10. Ibid., December 8, 1860. See also C. A. H. MaCauley, "Notes on Pagosa Springs,

December 1878," Senate Exec. Doc. 65, 45th Cong., 3rd sess. (serial 1831), for early
history of these famous hot springs.
11. Frank Hall, History of the State of Colorado (4 vols., Chicago: The Blakely Printing
Company, 1895), II: 192; Chauncey Thomas, "Ouray, The Opal of America," Colorado
Magazine, 11 (January 1934), 17-18.
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Pfeiffer had followed earlier that year. This seems to have been the
"considerable excitement" the Gazette reported. 12
Using Mercure's information, Baker reported reaching the "mines"
in ten 'days and established Animas City, also known as Baker City.
Baker claimed that three hundred to five hundred men already were
working at Animas City by late November, and optimistically predicted
that no fewer than twenty-five thousand Americans would be mining
and farming in the San Juan by the end of 1861. He also declared
Mercure's route from Abiquiu the "only good practical road to this
district."l3 Baker caught the attention of the Santa Fe and Rio Arriba
business communities when he suggested that New Mexico, and especially Santa Fe, could benefit greatly from mining in the San Juan
Mountains:
Justice to New Mexico requires that the territory should be the
direct beneficiary of the development of these mines and I learn
with regret that a movement is already on foot to divert the travel
and commerce to a more northern channel, a movement alike
prejudicial to New Mexico and injurious to the mines. If you desire
the City of Santa Fe to be a mining metropolis and a point upon
the line of national commerce, you occupy the natural position,
but prompt and energetic aCtion is necessary to secure it. 14
Mercure, Pfeiffer, and New Mexico businessmen and politicians
responded quickly to Baker's challenge. When the Territorial Legislature convened its 1860-1861 session, one of its first legislative acts was
to incorporate the Abiquiu, Pagosa and Baker City Road Company.
Mercure, Pfeiffer, and Baker, in collaboration with Lafayette Head,
Severo D. Trujillo, Jose Pablo Gallegos, Nicolas Pino, and other associates, were thus authorized to build a toll road from "the plaza they
deem most convenient of Abiquiu [to] the town of Baker City."ls The
corporation began work on a toll road immediately, and in early 1861,
the Gazette reported a "good road" under construction from Abiquiu
"through the hitherto uninhabited district to Pagosa and Baker Cities."16
Meanwhile, the New Mexico Territorial Legislature also created
the first in a series of San Juan counties. Baker City was designated as
12. Santa Fe Weekly Gazette, October 27, 1860.
13. Ibid.
14. Ibid.

15. Laws of the Territory of New Mexico, 1860-1861 (Santa Fe: J. T. Russell, 1861), 6.
16. Santa Fe Weekly Gazette, January 5, 1861.
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the county seat. Henry Mercure was appointed assistant United States
marshall and assigned to begin a census of the new county. Additionally, Mercure and his associates organized a mining district called Mercure's Gold, Silver, and Copper Mines. Great excitement pervaded
northern New Mexico as an estimated fifteen hundred men gathered
in' the various towns and prepared to leave for the "San Juan diggings."I? .
Throughout the winter of 1860 and spring of 1861 word filtering
out of the San Juan was confiderit, and only minor encounters were
reported with the Capote and Weminuche Utes. James L. Collins, Superintendent of Indian Affairs in Santa Fe, and a member of Mercure's
Gold, Silver, and Copper Mines operation, nevertheless described the
Utes as "much dissatisfied at having so many emigrants coming into
their country." Collins said the Utes were "powerful and warlike and
capable of giving much trouble." He recommended strong government
action to protect Indian lands and miners alike. Collins also suggested
that Pfeiffer, still agent to the Utes at Abiquiu, be allowed to move
closer to the San Juan region to exert greater influence over the Utes
and miners. 18
'
It is difficult to tell, however, if Collins' actions were motivated by
concern for the Utes or by his hope for retaining Pfeiffer's services in
light of Collins' conflict with Diego Archuleta. In July 1860, Collins had
suspended Archuleta, among other things, for Archuleta's refusal to
accept an assignment to the Mescalero Agency. By March 1861, Collins
had been ordered to restore Archuleta to his former office as agent at
Abiquiu, and Collins was taking every opportunity to delay implementation of the orders and retain Pfeiffer. 19
.
That spring, Collins submitted two petitions to the commissioner
of Indian affairs protesting Archuleta's reinstatement. The first, directed to President Abraham Lincoln from 141 miners and Abiquiu
residents, argued that Archuleta could not "gain the confidence of
eithe~ In'dians or the citizens he being entirely anti-American in his
feelirigs
and actions,'" arid asked
the
president
.
.
.
. to retain Pfeiffer. The
17. Chapter XLII, Rio Arriba County, Local and Special Laws, 1884; Santa Fe Weekly
Gazette, December 8, 1860, January 5, 1861, February 23, 1861.
18. J. L. Collins to Commissioner of Indian Affairs, April 10, 1861, letters received,
New Mexico Superintendency 1849~1880, microcopy M-234, roll 550, OIA, 1824-1881,
RG 75, National Archives, Washington, D.C.; Collins to Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
April 7, 1861, "Utes," Albert Schroeder Collection, State RecoJds Center and Archives,
Santa Fe, New Mexico.
19. Collins to Diego Archuleta, July 9, 1860, Collins'to Commissioner of Indian
Affairs, March 30, 1861, M-234, roll 550, OIA, RG 75.
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second was from Charles Baker, Lafayette Head, and 75 miners who
sought to have the Abiquiu Agency transferred to Baker City and Pfeiffer made agent. Bloodshed was certain, the petitioners warned, unless
Pfeiffer or someone equally capable of commanding the respect of Indian and miner alike was assigned to the region. Forwarding the petition to Washington, Collins said he did not support transferring the
agency to the San Juan but thought assigning a special agent, preferably
Pfeiffer, was critical,2°
Abiquiu agency records show Pfeiffer as "Special Agent for San
Juan" during the final quarter of 1861, apparently assigned to duty that
summer. 21 Having succeeded in retaining an agentin whom he placed
his full confidence,Collins frequently praised Pfeiffer's ability to deal
with the Utes and believed his presence would offset Archuleta's influence in Abiquiu. Collins' dispute with Archuleta illustrates the internal bickering, jurisdictional disputes, jealousies, incompetence, and
general lack of cooperation between the various agencies and individuals responsible for developing and administering Indian policy in New
Mexico. Such problems, combined with local political factionalism, resulted in general neglect of Ute interests in the San Juan at the same
time white interest in agricultural and mineral development were increasing. Ultimately, the Utes would lose much of their land.
But in late spring 1861, the San Juan Gold Rush was not living up
to expectations. In May, Wolfe Londoner described San Juan miners
straggling back to civilization at Canon City, Colorado, as "a sad and
weary crowd" who had lost animals and belongings and had only
scraps of clothing on their backs. Another group of desperate miners
reportedly took "forceable possession" of two hundred sacks of flour
from a Mr. Ortiz of Santa Fe to avoid starvation. By June', the previously
enthusiastic Santa Fe Weekly Gazette reported prospectors finding "much
color but no gold," reluctantly admitting the San Juan Gold Rush appeared "a big failure." The industrious, moral men who had gathered
at Abiquiu with high hopes
months earlier were stealing to survive.
Some who entered the San Juan were lost and never heard from. Those
who did survive found no gold, and winter destroyed their hopes. 22

six

20. Collins to Commissioner of Indian Affairs, April 20, 1861, May 28, 1861, and
Petition to President Abraham Lincoln, n.d., M-234, roll 550, ibid.
21. Collins, "Estimate of Funds for Department," December 15, 1861, M-234, roll
550, ibid.; Santa Fe Weekly Gazette, June 5, 1861. See also "Report of Commissioner of
Indian Affairs," November 30, 1860, New Mexico Superintendency, Senate Exec. Doc.
1, 36th Cong., 2nd sess. (serial 1078).
22. "Western Experiences and Colorado Mining Camps--,-Wolfe Londoner," Colorado
Magazine. 6 (January 1929), 67-68; Santa Fe Weekly Gazette, June 1 and 29, 1861.
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.The 1860 San Juan Gold Rush failed for several reasons. First,
Pfeiffer, Mercure, and Baker, undoubtedly embellished their reports.
Nevertheless, their stories of gold and silver·found an eager audience.
Secondly, an 1867 report by Colonel Edward H. Bergmann had noted
the agricultural promise of the area, ColoneL Bergmann, commanding
officer of Camp Plumme,r, a small military post near present-day Los
Ojos in northern Rio Arriba established in 1866, was scouting a site
for a proposed military post when he chanced upon fifty abandoned
log houses representing the remains of Baker's Animas City. Expressing dismay at why anyone would abandon what he described as the
finest agricultural land in the territory, Bergmann concluded the "mines
did not pay." What was more likely, he thought, however, was that
"the majority [of the miners] were not of a working inclination, and
were searching for gold without the aid of manual labor. "23 Bergmann
may have been correct. The miners' refusal to apply themselves adequately to the task would have contributed significantly to their failure.
, Individual motives notwithstanding, the venture was foolishly initiated at the onset of winter. Severe cold and deep snows are common
to the San Juan Mountains, compounding the normally difficult tasks
of transportation and supply. To be effective, these miners needed to
stockpile supplies arid equipment and make elaborate preparations
before w'inter .snows began. Only then could they have hoped to accomplish any mining during the winter. In 1870, C. E. Cooley, who
had experienced a San Juan winter, advised anyone who intended
prospecting in the San Juans should take at least siX months provisions. 24 Pfeiffer and Mercure's journal had described similar difficulties,
and Charles Baker also had alluded to problems with snow and transportation in his November 1860 letter to the Gazette.
When the residents of Animas City found themselves short of
provisions and unable to find gold, a general panic seems to have
ensued. A mass exodus followed and by July i861, the settlement was
deserted. Its buildings stood abandoned for many years, stark remnants of a town "which was seen longer Oll the maps." Baker and his
partners were correct about mineral wealth in the San Juan region, but
they lacked the ability to capitalize on their initial discoveries. 25
23. E. H. Bergmann to J. H.Carlton, March 15, 1867, Department 'of New Mexico,
letters sent and orders, Camp PlummerlFort Lowell, U.S. Army Continental Commands,
1821-1920, RG 393, National Archives, Washington, D.C.
24. Santa Fe Daily New. Mexican , March 7,1870. See also A. R..Vandemoer, Diaries,
Newspaper Articles and Letters of John T. Vandemoer (N.p.: n.p., 1956), 141.
25. Hubert Howe Bancroft, History of Nevada, Colorado and Wyoming, 1540-1888 (San
Francisco: History Company, 1890), 497.
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Charles Baker's role in the early San Juan rush has been disputed.
Baker's original explorations and reports may have been part of a plot
by Southern sympathizers to open the region to· settlement by supporters of the Confederacy. Little more than· circumstantial evidence
supports this theory, although Baker left Colorado in 1861 to join the
Confederate Army in his native Missouri. Baker also may have left
Colorado to avoid the angry miners he had led into the tragic venture. 26
But the discoveries of 1860 should not be discounted entirely.
Present-day Silverton and Durango are located near where Animas
City was established, and gold was mined in New Mexico during this
period. A "Memorandum of BullionDeposited at the Mint of the United
States" dated October 15, 1861, shows 97.57 ounCes of gold valued at
$1,487.89 deposited to the account of New Mexico. Unfortunately, the
receipt does not elaborate on where the gold was found. Additionally,
Baker himself returned to Colorado in 1867 and mounted another expedition into the San Juan. Baker's second venture ended in failure
and cost him his life. 27
Santa Fe did not become a mining metropolis, of course, at least
not in the manner Baker and his associates envisioned. The mining
excitement of 1860 succeeded, however, in precipitating significant
changes in Abiquiu and areas north and northwest of the community.
Macomb, Bell, Mercure, Pfeiffer, and Baker all had traveled from Abiquiu to the San Juan via the Old Spanish Trail. Although used extensively by traders since well before Francisco Atanasio Dominguez and
Silvestre velez de Escalante described it in 1776, this trail still was little
more than a series of foot and pack-mule paths in 1860, incapable of
handling the heavy vehicles of modern commerce: The only real road
in Rio Arrii:>a in 1860 was a military road completed in 1859 from
Abiquiu to Santa Cruz de la Canada, near present-day Espanola. That
year,. Captain J. N. Macomb had relocated portions of an existing road
to higher ground, improvements which allowed wagons to pass through
areas usually flooded every spring. Only fifteen miles of the road had
26. Virginia McConnell, "Captain Baker and the San Juan Humbug," Colorado Magazine, 48 (Winter 1971), 63; Marshall Sprague, The Great Gates: The Story of Rocky Mountain
Passes (Boston: Little, Brown and Co., 1964), 180; R. Copeland Rohrbacher, The Great San
Juan (Durango: Durango Democrat, 1901), 4.
27. Letter, document, microfilm roll 3, frame 401-2, Michael Steck Papers, Schroeder
Collection. For views on Baker's role and return to Colorado· after the Civil War, see
Duane Smith, "Silver Coquette: The San Juans 1860-1875," Denver Westerners Brand Book,
25 (1969), 223-52 and C. A. H. McCauley, "Report on the San Juan Reconnaissance of
1877," Report of the Chief of Engineers, 1878 (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing
Office, 1878), 1814.
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been improved, however, between Santa Fe and Taos. 28 Despite its
failure, the 1860 gold rush drew attention to the shortcomings of Rio
Arriba's roads 'and the region's general lack of transportation facilities.
When the Abiquiu, Pagosa and Baker City Road Company announced
development of its toll road from Abiquiu to the San Juan in 1860, it
was the first documented effort of organized improvements along the
Old Spanish Trail.
In addition to road improvements, the sudden influx of miners in
1860 also publicized millions of acres of unsettled but highly desirable
territory to the north. Tierra Amarilla, forty miles northwest of Abiquiu,
was still unsettled in 1860 despite the Mexican government's Tierra
Amarilla Grant to Manuel Martines and several of his Abiquiu neighbors in 1832. Martines and his heirs had tried unsuccessfully to establish permanent settlements within Tierra' Amarilla for almost thirty
years. Not until the San Juan Gold Rush, however, did Francisco Martines, Manuel's son, and fifty families from Abiquiu establish the villages of Los Ojos, La Puente, Barranco, and Nutritas, permanent
settlements established when large numbers of miners migrated through
the area to the San Juan. 29
These villag~s represented the first extension of permanent settlement beyond the plazas surrounding Abiquiu. Within a decade they
became stepping stones for settlement farther west and as settlement
expanded, agitation increased for stricter control of the Utes. Eventually, the territory reserved for the Utes in northwestern New Mexico
and southwestern Colorado were reduced.
During the late ~860s, however, Mercure and Pfeiffer became victims of declining fortunes and no longer shaped events in Rio Arriba.
Taking their place was William F. M. Amy. Amy serVed atseveral official
posts in territorial New Mexico and' was appointed Indian agent at
Abiquiu in 1867. The'following summer, Amy led an elaborate expedition into the San Juan to convince the Capote and Weminuche Utes
to sign a treaty that would confine them to a reservation.
Amy met with the Utes near Pagosa Springs on August 19, 1868.
He offered the Utes a reserva~ion that would separate them "from
Americans, Mexicans and all other Indians," and allow them to raise
,

'

,

28. Report of the Secretary of War, (1859), p. 693.
29. As used here, Tierra Amarilla refers not to the present-day village but to original
settlements within the Tierra Amarilla Land Grant, including Los Ojos, Los Brazos, La
Puente"Nutritas (or Las Nutritas), and Enseilada. Nutritas became Tierra Amarilla in
1880.
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livestock and plant crops "as the Americans now do." The Utes expressed little enthusiasm, agreeing only to keep the peace. Although
Amy's negotiations were of limited effect, he came away impressed
with the San Juan country. "Suffice it to say," he wrote later,
that it is good agricultural and pastoral country, and that I am
satisfied that the mineral resources are great, the headwaters of
the streams and the mountains are full of gold, silver and copper.... 30
By 1868 efforts to negotiate removal of the Utes to a reservation
were designed to make the San Juan region accessible to white settlers
as well as miners. Publishing a promotional book, New Mexico and Its
Resources, in 1873, Arny expressed confidence that recent silver and
gold strikes would pressure the government to remove the Utes from
desirable areas and make the territory available for settlement.31
The problems associated with mining and settlement in Ute territory had been anticipated in the years following the 1860 gold rush.
In 1863, Commissioner of Indian Affairs William P. Dole expressed
doubts about assigning the Utes a reservation among "mining lands"
that would "surely invite settlement of whites thereon and thereby
cause trouble." Three years later, special Indian agent H. K. Graves
urged territorial governor Henry Connelly to remove the Utes to a
reservation promptly. Referring to the San Juan and Tierra Amarilla
regions, Graves recommended the Utes not be "allowed to make their
permanent homes in the section of country now occupied by them."
If the Utes were allowed to remain, he continued, "would not the
gradually advancing tide of civilization sooner or later imperatively
demand their removal to other locations more remote from settlements[?]" Graves concluded that as soon as the Indians were removed,
the area's "mineral wealth [would] be developed."32
Commissioner Dole and Special Agent Graves described a process
30. W. F. M. Amy, "Report of Conference With Weminuche and Capote Utes,"
August 19, 1868, Schroeder Collection; "Report of Commissioner of Indian Affairs, New
Mexico Superintendency," August 31, 1868, Repo'rt of the Secretary of Interior, 1868 (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1868), 170.
31. W. F. M. Amy, New Mexico: Its Agricultural, Pastoral, and Mining Resources (Santa
Fe: Manderfield and Tucker, 1873), 102. Amy frequently wrote articles and provided
information for Santa Fe newspapers. For details of Amy's career, see Lawrence R.
Murphy, Frontier Crusader-William F. M. Amy (Tucson: University of Arizona Press,
1972).
32. William P. Dole to [illegiblel, July 22, 1863, microcopy T-21, roll 5, OIA, RG 75;
Report of H. K. Graves to Henry Connelly, January 9,1866, Governor's Papers, microfilm
roll 98, Territorial Archives of New Mexico, Santa Fe.

:::0

oc::l
trl

~

";-<

d
William F. M. Amy, shown standing fifth from left with some of his Ute charges, served in a number of
territorial New MeXico posts and led an expedition into the SanJuan region in 1868 in a failed attempt to
obtain agreement from the Utes to settle on a reservation. Courtesy of Newberry Library, Chicago.
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already set in motion by the 1860 gold rush. The "advancing tide" could
no longer be stopped or controlled. By 1866 the villages of Tierra Amarilla were firmly established and their inhabitants secure under the protection of troops stationed at Camp Plummer (later Fort Lowell), near
Los Ojos. In little more than half a decade, settlement along New
Mexico's Rio Arriba frontier had moved from Abiquiu, where it had
been stalled for more than a century, to the Colorado boundary.
Abiquiu and Tierra Amarilla quickly became jumping off points
for miners traveling to southwestern Colorado. Reports throughout
the 1870s from Abiquiu and Tierra Amarilla indicate miners congregated
there regularly to wait out bad weather or purchase supplies before
heading north. Enticing letters in Santa Fe newspapers and optimistic
government reports continued to lure miners into the area. One such
government report described silver lodes which produced sixty to two
thousand ounces of silver to each ton of ore. A letter from "Veritas"
appearing in a Santa Fe newspaper reported that prospecting parties
bound for the San Juan from Tierra Amarilla had found "plenty of gold"
and that Amy was forming another expedition to prospect the region.
Another letter to the same newspaper from C. E. Cooley in Tierra
Amarilla reported finding "gold in all the streams," and that another
prospecting party had discovered "a big thing, a perfect Comstock in
dimension. "33
As Dole had predicted and Amy had hoped, miners and settlers
demanded unobstructed access to the region. Felix Brunot of the United
States Indian Commission complained in 1872 that the miners' agressive actions were a deliberate attempt to "disposses" the Utes of their
reservation. Brunot charged that the "diamond excitement" that year
had been contrived to encourage an influx of miners and create additional pressure for removing the Utes. Miners regularly defied orders
prohibiting them from using routes through Ute Territory. Wintering
at Tierra Amarilla in 1874, one group of miners voiced the prevailing
attitude when it insisted on entering the region because it provided
them the most direct route to the San Juan Mountains. The miners
accused Charles Adams, agent for the Northern Utes at the Los Pinos
Agency, of dosing the New Mexico route to encourage use of northern
routes for the benefit of Colorado businesses. 34
33. Report on New Mexico Census of 1870, Senate Exec. Doc. 41, 41st Cong., 3rd sess.
(serial 1442); Santa Fe Weekly New Mexican, June 29, 1869; Santa Fe Daily New Mexican,
March 7, 1870.
34. RqJort of Committee of Indian Commissioners, 1872, p. 15; Santa Fe Weekly New
Mexican, May 12, 1874.
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Traffic nevertheless flowed unhindered through Abiquiu and Tierra
Amarilla. Up to five hundred miners were expected to pass through
Tierra Amarilla during the summer of 1874, and Santa Fe newspapers,
as they had done a decade before, aggressively promoted the New
Mexico route as the best way "both for miners and settlers." Mining
parties reportedly passed through Abiquiu daily on their way to Colorado, providing commerce for local businesses all along the route.
Rooms, fodder, stable space, and provisions of every sort were in
demand, and Manuel G. Sena reported "times and business quite lively"
at Tierra Amarilla. 35
Travelers demanded better roads and in 1876, a group of entre'preneurs consisting of William C. Hazeldine, William Boren, Henry C.
Justice, and Augustus Huggins, incorporated the Santa Fe, Abiquiu,
and Canon Largo Toll Road and Turnpike Company to construct a road
from Abiquiu west through Canon Largo to points along the San Juan
River. Several other companies also organized to build wagon roads
and even a railroad to connect Santa Fe, Abiquiu, Ojo Caliente, and
Tierra Amarilla to points along the Navajo, Animas, Los Pinos, and
San Juan rivers. Incorporation documents show these roads and the
railroad generally following the trails explored and mapped by Macomb
and Bell in 1859. 36
The Canon Largo road was open by summer 1876 and advertised
as the only road allowing "Direct and Easy Communication Between
New Mexico and Colorado and the Far Famed San Juan Country."
Other companies soon opened or improved additional roads to many
points along the rapidly developing San Juan River and its tributaries.
Companies such as the Chama and Navajo Wagon Road Company,
the Tierra Amarilla and Narrow Gauge Wagon Road Company, and
the Park View and Fort Garland Freight and Telegraph Company, were
incorporated within weeks of each other in early 1877 to vie for a share
of the lucrative freight business between Santa Fe and southwestern
Colorado. An 1877 government survey reported that every route connecting Colorado to northern New Mexico had a common point at the
crossing of the Chama River at Los Ojos. Henry Mercure knew what
he was doing when he directed Charles Baker and the San Juan miners
through Tierra Amarilla, a crossroads to southwestern Colorado. 37
35. Santa Fe Weekly New Mexican, January 13, April 7, May 5, 1874, October 26, 1875.
36. Corporate Records, vol. 1876-1882, Incorporation nos. 0290, 0292, 0294, State
Records Center and Archives, Santa Fe.
37. "Huggins" map of New Mexico, map collection, Museum of New Mexico 78.9,
1876b, Museum of New, Mexico Historical Library, Santa Fe, New Mexico; Corporate
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The 1870s were a period of extensive commercial activity in northern Rio Arriba, and by 1880 Abiquiu and Tierra Amarilla were important
points along the only practical routes from Santa Fe to southwestern
Colorado. Freight wagons regularly traversed these roads as they made
their way between the Denver and Rio Grande Railroad terminus in
Santa Fe and various points within the San Juan region. 38 On New
Year's eve 1880, the Denver and Rio Grande arrived at what is now
Chama, New Mexico. The railroad was to have such a severe impact
on the existing freight business that Santa Fe newspapers, which had
so diligently promoted the Tierra Amarilla route, did not even bother
to note that the railroad ha<;l arrived at Chama. Although not abandoned, the wagon road through Abiquiu was superseded by the railroad as the preferred route of commerce between Colorado and northern
, New Mexico. New settlements such as Alamosa, Chama, and Durango,
sprang up along the railway. A new era of economic development began
as timber and large-scale livestock raising became the primary pursuits
in the Tierra Amarilla region. The mines of southwestern Colorado and
their role in developing what today are New Mexico's Rio Arriba and
San Juan counties faded from memory. Although Pfeiffer, Mercure,
Baker, Amy, and most of the San Juan miners of 1860 failed in their
search for gold in southwestern Colorado, they succeeded in opening
northern New Mexico for subsequent settlement.

Records, vol. 1879-1882, Incorporation nos. 0280, 0278, and 0288, State Records Center
and Archives; McCauley, "Report on the San Juan," 1786.
38. Santa Fe Daily New Mexican, January 14, 1881.

A National Epic-The Journals of
Lewis and Clark: A Review Essay
WILLIAM H. GOETZMANN

Volumes II, III, and IV of the Journals of the Lewis and Clark expedition
represent the first modern effort to produce a definitive edition of the
writing that stemmed from that famous crossing of the North American
continent. Elliott Coues, basing his effort primarily on the holdings of
the American Philosophical Society, produced in 1893 a three-volume
edition remarkable for its time. Rueben Gold Thwaites, that indefatigable editor of western travel accounts, produced Original Journals of the
Lewis and Clark Expedition, 1804-1806 in eight volumes in 1904 and 1905,
the one-hundredth anniversary of the expedition. These editions have
served us well, as has Ernest S. Osgood's The Field Notes of Captain
William Clark, 1803-1805, based on new material found in an attic in
St. Paul, Minnesota, in 1953. Since that time the single most important
work regarding the expedition has been Donald Jackson, ed., Letters
of the Lewis and Clark Expedition with Related Documents, 1783-1854, published in two volumes by the University of Illinois Press. Jackson's allimportant spadework in these splendid volumes was in fact one of the
catalysts of the present project.
William H. Goetzmann is the Dickson, Allen, and Anderson Centennial Professor
in American Studies and History in the University ofTexas. Among his many publications

is Exploration and Empire: The Explorer and the Scientist in the Winning of the American West,
which won both the Joseph Pulitzer and Frances Parkman prizes in 1967. His most recent
work includes New Lands, New Men: America and the Second Great Age of Discovery and The
West of the Imagination, co-authored with his son, William N. Goetzmann, a film-maker
and art historian.
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The Journals of the Lewis & Clark Expedition, August 30, 1803-August 24, 1804.
Vol. II. Edited by Gary E. Moulton. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press,
1987. x + 612 pp. Illustrations, maps, charts, tables, appendixes, notes, index.
$40.00.)
The Journals of the Lewis & Clark Expedition, August 25, 1804-ApriI6, 1805. Vol.
III. Edited by Gary E. Moulton. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1987.
ix + 544 pp. Illustrations, charts, tables, notes, bibliography, index. $40.00.)
The Journals of the Lewis & Clark Expedition, April 7-July 27, 1805. Vol. IV. Edited
by Gary E. Moulton. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1987. ix + 439
pp. Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. $40.00.)
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Meriwether Lewis.

This new edition of the Journals of Lewis and Clark, edited by Gary
E. Moulton and published by the University of Nebraska Press, is
clearly the most comprehensive work on the Lewis and Clark Expedition ever published or even contemplated. The project includes the
intended publication of all the maps connected with the journey, the
existing field notebooks by both Lewis and Clark, a series of redcovered journals possibly worked up from the field notebooks, miscellaneous papers, tables, lists, and even the herbarium sheets preserved by Lewis and now at the Philadelphia Academy of Natural
Sciences. In addition, editor Moulton also intends to publish annotated
editions of the journals kept by Charles Floyd, John Ordway, Joseph
Whitehouse, and Patrick Gass-in short, every scrap of information
connected with the famous expedition, except perhaps any surviving
Native American pictograph views. In this age of revisionist scholarship
in Western history, the latter omission must give us pause, despite
James P. Ronda's excellent book, Lewis and Clark Among the Indians. Will
we ever really know what the residents of the plains and the Rockies
thought about this tough, whiskey-dispensing crew tramping across
their front lawns and back yards in a kind of "trick and treat" operation?
As of now we have only Lewis and Clark and their company's complete
words on the subject, and these suggest that the Sioux or Dakota, a
tribe of consistent "troublemakers," were not very happy with the
white man's penetration of their territory.
Still, in Moulton's splendid edition, no pains have been spared to
note and footnote everything that could be discerned through the eyes
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of the white discoverers and to bring to bear, for the first time, archaeologists and anthropologists to work on the problem. Moulton's
efforts have been aided by seven institutions and some sixty-seven
specialists, not counting those who worked on the Cartographic Atlas
that forms Volume I of the series. This massive undertaking is indeed
a modern team effort in meticulous scholarship. As Ernest Osgood
once put it, the members of the Lewis and Clark Expedition were the
"writingest crew" of explorers in history. Moulton and his people are
perhaps the "editingest crew" in the history of exploration-surpassing
even J. C. Beaglehole's British edition of Captain Cook's voyages.
Thus far, Moulton and his staff have produced a monumental
work, especially the atlas that forms Volume I. These first two journals
(Volumes II and III) follow in the same awe-inspiring tradition. Beginning with Lewis' departure from Pittsburgh on August 30, 1803, they
record, through journals and notebooks, every detail of the journey
as far as the winter and spring of 1805 at Fort Mandan, fifteen hundred
miles up the Missouri River, where the party paused to regroup and
send specimens and notebooks back downriver to an anxious President
Thomas Jefferson.
Volume IV, the most recently published of the series, is perhaps
the most interesting and, in places, the most exciting. It begins on
April 7, 1805, with the expedition's departure from the Mandan village
winter encampment and concludes on July 27, 1805, with Lewis and
Clark standing at the Three Forks or headwaters of the Missouri River,
according to Lewis, "several hundred miles within the bosom of this
wild and mountainous country." Lewis had correctly discerned that
the Three Forks was"an essential point in the geography of this western
part of the Continent. ..." He had no way of knowing that he and
Clark had just traced the longest river system in the world. Instead,
they both looked anxiously, in the heart of the Blackfoot country, for
signs of more Indians who would guide them the rest of the way across
the continent.
The leg of the journey that they had traversed since Fort Mandan
required the critical use of Lewis and Clark's geographical sensitivity
on several occasions. Most importantly, they had to decide whether or
not the Marias River, which runs west, but far north, near the present
Canadian border, was the main channel of the Missouri. Its lower
reaches were bordered by "one continued garden of roses," as if to
beckon the explorers to choose its path. The Great Captains, however,
after a time, correctly determined the main channel of the Missouri,
thus avoiding a mistake that would have aborted their mission. Other
geographical problems included determining the way around the Great
Falls, which Lewis described as "sublime" and "beautiful," and deciding
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which of the Three Forks at the headwaters to ascend. Today, all of
this seems obvious with modern maps, but to read these journals is
to be set down with Lewis and Clark in the midst of a vast, unknown
and confusing wilderness, only previously described by conjecture on
Peter Fidler's British map of 1802 drawn for Aaron Arrowsmith, the
primary British commercial map publisher of his time.
In frequent passages the explorers describe this wilderness with
real aesthetic appreciation. They note with awe "the wild and fertile
valley" of the Yellowstone River, their first view of the Rocky or "Shining" mountains with the sun really glistening off their white-capped
peaks, and the strange castle-like formations. along the Upper Missouri
that artist Karl Bodmer was to paint so brilliantly in 1833. For the first
time one senses the romantic wonder of Lewis and Clark's journey.
They are now in the great unknown, nursing a desperately ill Sacajawea
back to health. Somehow they seemed to know that upon her survival
would depend relations with the Shoshones and the location, across
the high mountain ranges to the west, of a path to the Pacific Ocean.
The question/inevitably arises, or should arise in the minds of
historians, and even lay readers, what makes the already well-known
experiences of the Lewis and Clark Expedition worth such an extensive
and expensive publication effort? Are such passages as Clark's note on
Monday, June 18, 1804, "Some rain last night, and Some hard Showers
this morning which delay our work very much, Send out Six hunders
in the Prarie on the L.S. they killS Deer & Colter a Bear, which verry
large & fat, the party to wok at the oars, make rope & jerk their meat
all Day.... The misquiter verry bad," something we need to know?
Do they even conceal a great deal of the "realities" of the expedition
that Lewis and Clark did not see fit or important enough to print? This
is a philosophical question that historians and even philosophers must
, ponder.
Meanwhile, this reviewer thinks that what the great captains and
their subordinates did publish is remarkably important. The journals
provide insight into the attitudes of the explorers toward the great
West. They reveal the enormous patience, courage, and ability to endure hardships displayed by the men, and they also reveal some of
their less than perfect conduct as human beings. Members of the expedi!io~ are punished severely for misconduct and are constantly evaluated by Lewis and Clark who, however, casually dispense whiskey
to the Indians with predictable results. The Sioux grew offensive and
warlike with respect to the trespassers, while the Arikara disdained
the firewater with all the conviction of a fundamentalist preacher. It
was, at this early pre-corruption time, beneath th~ir dignity.
We also learn a great deal about the plains country as it was in its
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A lush landscape greeted Lewis and Clark in their trek westward, according to Thomas Burnham's impression in this 1850 oil
painting, titled, "The Lewis and Clark Expedition." Courtesy of Buffalo Bill Historical Center, Cody, Wyoming.
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unspoiled state-teeming with wild animals and the rivers stocked with
thousands of "new" species of fish. The word most used, and most
often spelled correctly by William Clark, was "beautiful." It must have
been an important emotion to him because he took the trouble to get
it right, whereas he spells Sioux no less than twenty-seven different
ways, perhaps subconsciously indicating that he was most disturbed
by that tribe.
Lewis and Clark, in comparative terms, did not bring a great many
natural history specimens back with them, and what they did bring
back were dispersed among various institutions, unlike those of Lieutenant Charles Wilkes' U.S. Exploring Expedition, which turned the
Smithsonian into a museum. Instead of specimens, Lewis and Clark
gave us incomparable maps, journals that record the weather, the topography, the ecology (in a primitive way), details of the fur trade,
and so much information about tribes and individual Native Americans
of their day that it is almost time now to write a Native American
history of the Missouri River and its peopling in the early nineteenth
century. But beyond all this, as Ernest Osgood put it so eloquently
some time ago:
Such documents are often of far greater import than a mere
narrative oftravel. ... They record the moves in the great game
of empire that was being played out on the North American continent. Lewis and Clark and their men were counters on the chessboard of international politics; every scrap of information on the
initiation, progress, and completion qf their memorable expedition
is significant.
Thus, from the everyday human details of weather and human endurance or tedium in the vast western interior of the continent, to the
ever larger international consequences of their expedition, Lewis and
Clark's journey is fascinating and important. It is one of our national
epics. Long ago, in 1814, Nicholas Biddle and Paul Allen in The History
of the Expedition under the Command of Captains Lewis and Clark . . . recognized it as such. This present, modern edition of the great adventure,
splendidly edited by Gary E. Moulton, does this epic journey full justice. Let us hope the project can sustain this quality to its projected
end. It will be of incalculable interest to historians and the American
people.

Journals of the
Lewis & Clark Expedition
Volume 5
July 28-November 1,1805
Edited by Gary E. Moulton
"These journals of exploits and courage in a pristine West have a
simplicity and timeliness about them-never failing to capture the
imagination of the ordinary reader or to interest the historian, the
scientist, or the geographer."-Mary Lee Spence, Montana. "A narrative that is as gripping as an adventure story."-John Logan Allen,
Utah Historical Quarterly. In this eagerly awaited fifth volume the
epic expedition enters upon perhaps the most difficult part
of its route, from the Three Forks of the Missouri River
in present-day Montana, over the Bitterroot Mountains, and to the Cascades of the Columbia River on
today's Washington-Oregon border. The explorers encounter Shoshone, Flathead, Nez Perce, and other
Indian tribes, some of whom had never before met
white people.
Sponsored by the Center for Great Plains
Studies, University of Nebraska, and
the American Philosophical Society.
Available in September. ca. 432
pages. 7 x 10 in., preface, introduction, sources cited, index, 1 map, 29
b&w illustrations. $40.00

Please write for
standing order information.

NEBRASKA
University of Nebraska Press
901 N 17 . Lincoln 68588·0520
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New Lands, New Men: America and the Second Great Age of Discovery. By William
H. Goetzmann. (New York: Viking Penguin, 1986. xii + 528 pp. Illustrations,
maps, bibliography, index: $24.95.)
In a volume reminIscent of Samuel Eliot Morison's'books on the discovery
of America, Pulitzer-Prize winner William H.' Goetzmann' has written an inspired treatment of what he calls the "second great age of discovery." Goetzmann's subject is the discovery of "new lands" and "new men" by European
and American explorers during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. These
post-Columbian explorers, Goetzmann explains, went to sea and trekked the
new world continents as children of the Scientific Revolution. Theywent armed
with new tools, new questions, and new purposes to lands as diverse as the
tropical South Pacific and the polar ic~ caps.
In Goetzmann's hands, this history is more than a.recapitulation of exploration heroics, although there are plenty of those stories to satisfy. It is, as
he calls. it, an "intellectual landscape;".a description and explanation of an
unprecedented expansion in knowledge of the external world that coincided
with a similar_broadening of mankind's intellectual horizons..
. This is an ambitiou~ book. By examining the explorers'purposes, exploits,
and methods, Goetzmann describes and explains the interrelationships between scientific inquiry, technological progress, and romantic imperialism. The
characters are familiar, from La Condamine and James Cook to Meriwether
Lewis and Robert Peary, but Goetzmann puts them in a new context. He directs
our attep.tiC!n to the influence that science had on explo~ers-howNewtonian
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physics or Linnaean biology affected their views of the world-and how their
discoveries informed and changed science-such as Humboldt's ecological
descriptions of the Amazon Basin. These are case studies in how the emerging
"culture of science" informed the old world while it created a new one.
There is more to all of this than description and interrelationships between
thinking and acting in exploration. Goetzmann's ultimate interest is in the
results of this second age of discovery. His discussion of ocean chart-maker
Matthew Maury is a good example. Maury, the father of oceanography, began
with astronomy but let his mind run to the study of oceans and ocean currents.
Painstakingly recording data from ships' logs, Maury applied statistical analysis
to the study of oceans, creating what he called a physical geography of the
sea. Maury's revolutionary work, when combined with the invention of a new
sounding device, became the practical key to laying the first trans-Atlantic
telegraph cable.
For Goetzmann, Maury's accomplishment-like those of Meriwether Lewis,
John Powell, Charles Wilkes, and others--is a classic example of the power
that science, when hitched to the engine of practical discovery, released over
two hundred years ago. What Goetzmann has done is to give us an exciting
and richly intellectual tour of how the "culture of science" naturally captured
our attentions and began its domination of our lives.
William L. Lang
Montana Historical Society

Soldiers West: Biographies from the Military Frontier. Edited by Paul Andrew Hutton. (Lincoln: UniverSity of Nebraska Press, 1987. xiii + 276 pp. Illustrations,
maps, notes, index. $19.95 cloth, $9.95 paper.)
One of the most enduring images in American popular culture is that of
the cavalry galloping to the rescue. Although Hollywood went through a phase
of depicting frontier soldiers as brutal, racist butchers, the availability of so
many of the older movies on television probably still gives the edge to the
traditional stereotype over the revisionist caricature. Serious students, of course,
have gone far beyond such shallow portrayals of soldiers on the frontier. In
Soldiers West, Paul Andrew Hutton has brought together essays by some of the
best scholars in the field in an effort not only to limn the careers of fourteen
prominent officers but also to trace the complex role of the army in the TransMississippi West. There is also an excellent essay "The Frontier and the American Military Tradition" by Robert M. Utley, whose works have set such a high
standard in frontier military history. While other authors explain the contributions of individual officers, Utley describes instead the influence of the
frontier experience on the evolution of the army.
The subjects of these sketches are a diverse group. All were professional
soldiers and most wontheir place in history as Indian fighters or administrators
of Indian affairs. This includes (with authors in parentheses): William S. Harney
(Richmond L. Clow), James H. Carleton (Arrell M. Gibson), Philip H. Sheridan
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(Paul A. Hutton), George A. Custer (Brian W. Dippie), George Crook (Jerome
A. Greene), Benjamin H. Grierson (Bruce J. Dinges), Ranald S. Mackenzie.
(J'Nell L. Pate), William B. Hazen (Marvin E. Kroeker), Nelson A. Miles (Robert
M. Utley), and Frank D. Baldwin (Robert C. Carriker). Two-William Clark
(Jerome o. Steffen) and Stephen H. Long (Roger L. Nichols)-won fame as
explorers while John G. Bourke (Joseph C. Porter) made his mark as an ethnologist and Charles King (Paul L. Hedren), through his sixty-six books, popularized the image of the frontier army that John Ford and John Wayne later
polished to perfection.
These nineteenth-century men (all but Clark lived most of their lives in
the Victorian Age) shared most of the concerns of their middle-class contemporaries. Although regular officers, some sought success in business investm,ents, others considered political possibilities, and virtually all,· at one time
01 another, moved beyond the narrow limits of the garrison in their careers.
Yet, if there was a focal point other than the army, it was the Indian for all of
them. Violence erupted in brief spasms and brought most of. them rewards for
their conduct in combat, but such activity was rare. During the long months
and years they lived peacefully near the Indians, these officers observed and
formed opinions of the tribesmen which might strike readers as being surprisingly enlightened for their time.
This is a useful collection. With the exception of Utley's essay and the
sketch of Custer in which Dippie properly deals as much with the legend as
with the man, the authors, several of whom have published books on their
subjects, pursue a standard biographical format. All essays are well written,
solidly researched, and, withal, balanced. While a reader might have a favorite
whom he thinks should have been included (mine is Philip St. George Cooke),
this does not detract from the editor's achievement. He has given scholars a
work that should be on the shelf next to their desks, and for interested readers,
a fine book to have on the arm of their easy chairs.
Edward M. Coffman
University of Wisconsin, Madison

Soldiers, Sutlers, and Settlers: Garrison Life on the Texas Frontier. By Robert Wooster.
(College Station: Texas A&M University Press, 1987. xv + 240 pp. Illustrations,
maps, notes, bibliography, index. $22.95.)
This is a lot of book for ·the money-large format, fine paper, copiously
illustrated with original line drawings. But the largest value by fat is the text,
which marks Robert Wooster as an emerging authority of high rank on the
frontier army, not alone in Texas but throughout the West. The research is
broad and deep, tapping many sources hitherto little used, and probably also
reflecting work done on a book of larger scope now in press. The institutional
understanding is superior, the synthesis is impressive, the coverage is thorough, and the style is highly readable.
Wooster's aim is to characterize the army in Texas from the dose of the
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Mexican War to the passing of the frontier in the 1890s. He also includes the
state and Confederate troops that occupied the borders of settlement during
the Civil War. He examines all the principal dimensions of his subject: officers,
enlisted men, and civilian hangers-on;. official and social life in garrison; entertainment and other diversions; stratifications of military society; economic
affairs; the physical layout and construction of the frontier fort; uniforms and
equipment; field duty and Indian fighting; and, finally, a perceptive interpretive chapter titled "The Passing of the Military Frontiers." A comprehensive
bibliographical essay assesses primary sources and secondary literature.
. The book succeeds admirably in its objective and even goes beyond. Although the focus is on Texas, and the unique aspects of service in Texas are
fully addressed, much of the characterization applies to the army throughout
the frontier West Even the bibliographical essay rises above the purely regional. Thus, the book may be read with profit by those with broader interests
than Texas alone.
If Wooster's future works live up to the promise of this one, he may be
expected to contribute major new understandings to the military history of
the American West and to enjoy high stature in this field.
Robert M. Utley
Santa Fe

The Army in Texas During Reconstruction 1865-1870. By William 1. Richter. (College Station: Texas A&M University Press, 1987. xiv + 265 pp. Maps, tables,
notes, index. $28.50.)
The army faced a series of obstacles as it reestablished federal authority
in Texas after the Civil War. The French threat in Mexico, postwar demobilization, Indian difficulties, refusal of many whites to accept anything resembling
equality for blacks, and divisions within the Republican party continually frustrated the military. These limitations notwithstanding, William 1. Richter's The
Army in Texas During Reconstruction 1865-1870 argues that the army's importance can scarcely be overestimated. Especially evident was the army's political
influence; Edmund J. Davis' dramatic moderation of the Radical Republican
platform in 1869 represented a conscious effort to secure the army's all-important support.
Richter divides his closely-argued account into three periods, corresponding with crucial changes in army organization. General Philip Sheridap., commander of the Fifth Military District, dominated the first (May 1865-December
1866). "Not a party man" (p, 109), Sheridan refused to allow indiscriminate
removals of conservative Texas officials. As chief of the District of Texas, the
forceful Charles Griffin spearheaded the second period (November 1866-September 1867), during which army attitudes against conservative Texans hardened. Joseph J. Reynolds, commander of the District of Texas and later the
Fifth Military District (September 1867-March 1870), controlled the final phase,
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instituting even more sweeping changes until civil government was restored
in 1870..
Richter effectively demonstrates the army's dominance during Reconstruction Texas. Noteworthy is his argument that the use of the. army to "enforce
'proper' behavior in the South ... subverted centuries of British-American
legal traditions" (p. ·8) and "provided a convenient excus~ for the denial of
justice and equality to blacks without forcing whites to face up to the racism
which made these goals unpalatable" (p. 195). To his credit, Richter tackles the
controverisal issues which have long divided historians. He finds the army to
have "generally conducted itself well in Texas" (p. 188). The Black Codes "were
an honest attempt by the legislature, blinded as it was by racial prejudice, to
make what it thought was a worKable system of free labor" (p. 61). Violence,
was a legitimate concern, according to Richter, although less so than portrayed
by contemporary Republicans.
Richter's conclusions will not win universal acceptance. This reader found
the text somewhat difficult to follow, although much of that ·is attributable to
the complexity of the era. The maps are helpful, the notes excellent, and the
index usable. Omission of bibliography, however, detractsJrom this well-researched volume.
Robert Wooster
Corpus Christi State University

The Drums Would Roll:;A Pictorial History of u.s. Army Bands on the American
Frontier, 1866-1900. By Thomas C. Railsback and John .P. LarigeIIier. (Poole
Dorsett, England: Arms & Armour Press/New York: Sterling Publishing Co.,
1987. 63 pp. llIustrations, appendixes, notes, bibliography.. $14.95.)
During the' years between the close of the Civil War and the opening of
the twentieth century, soldiers of the U.s. Army occupied a spate of frontier
posts in the trans-Mississippi West as they policed the various Indian tribes
who inhabited the land. To help alleviate the tedium of garrison life, army
bands often accompanied the troops to their western stations, becoming, in
effect, the mainstay of post military and social activities.
.
In this significant introductory study, Thomas C. Railsback and John P.
LangeIIier present an overview of the frontier bands, their organization and
composition, and the problems they faced at the far-flung western outposts.
Besides suffering financial cutbacks that threatened their existence, post-Civil
War bands also experienced difficulty gaining recruits who could read music,
a problem that promoted stereotypical views of musical aptitude grounded in
ethnicity. European immigrants were considered the best musicians, although
the bandsmen of the all-black regiments were noted for· stirring recitals. In
addition to providing entertainment for concerts and dances, and musical
accompaniment for weddings, funerals, parades, and guard-mount exercises,
the bands promoted good relations between the posts and the civilian communities in their vicinities, thereby enhancing the army mission.
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To highlight the text, the authors have assembled a selection of rare period
photographs of army bands and musicians. Presented chronologically, the
pictures portray the individuality of the non-regulation uniforms often adopted
by regimental bands, as well as the changes in formal dress that were authorized over time. Appendixes discuss the types of music played-mainly
marches, hymns, popular tunes, and orchestral transcriptions-and instrumentation, the manner in which parts of musical compositions were distributed
among band members. In sum, this book offers a satisfying insight into a
heretofor~ little known aspect of frontier army life. It is well worth reading.
Jerome A. Greene
National Park Service

John Xantus: The Fort Tejon Letters 1857-1859. By Ann Zwinger. (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1986. xxvi + 255 pp. Illustrations, maps, charts, tables,
appendix, notes, bibliography, index. $23.50.)
Hungarian immigrant John Xantus was one of the most prolific collectors
of natural history specimens in mid-nineteenth century America, and during
those years he discovered numerous new species in the Southwest. Xantus
and other field collectors dispelled much ignorance about the Western American environment. From Fort Tejon, California, Xantus dispatched 1,794 bird
skins, 145 mammals; 229 containers of fishes and reptiles, 211 nests, 740 eggs,
107 bottles of insects, and "prepared 140 skulls, pressed 14 bales of plants, and
packed 17 packages of minerals" (p. xxiii).
Xantus symbolized the determination of the Smithsonian Institution and
its assistant secretary, Spencer F. Baird, to build natural history collections.
Therefore, Baird strove to establish a national network of collectors. Baird knew
that Fort Tejon was located between the San Joaquin Valley and the Mojave
Desert. "Because Fort Tejon lay at the joining of disparate environments-the
site was an ecotone and as such enjoyed rich populations of almost everything
that crawled, flew, pounced, clawed, or fled across the countryside" (p. ix).
Learning that Xantus, an enlisted man in the army, was a collector, Baird used
his influence to have the Hungarian ordered to Fort Tejon as a hospital orderly.
Baird intended Xantus to collect in this rich ecological zone.
At Fort Tejon, Xantus frequently wrote to Baird, and his letters are fascinating for several reasons. They reveal the nineteenth-century natural history
collector at work. The reader gains a sense of the difficulty involved in killing,
skinning, preserving, and shipping specimens. Proper supplies were very hard
to get. Xantus prOVides a glimpse, albeit a very jaundiced one, into life on an
1850s army post. He does note that occasionally other army personnel were
also collectors.
Xantus was a gifted, dedicated collector, but he was also an egomaniac
with extreme delusions of grandeur, a chronic liar, a plagiarist, and a fraudulent
adventurer. All this makes for entertaining reading, but it vastly complicated
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the task of editor Ann ZWinger, who had to sort out the authentic from the
preposterous in Xantus' correspondence.
Zwinger provides an informative introduction and useful annotations to
Xantus' letters. This volume presents a view into the work of the nineteenthcentury naturalists. John XJintus: The Fort Tejon Letters 1857-1859 should appeal
to historians of the environment, of the Southwest, and of military life in the
1850s. We owe much gratitude to Xantus for his accomplishments as a collector,
and we -must admire the tact and patience of Spencer F. Baird, who had to
contend with this most difficult and self-centered individual.
Joseph c. Porter
Joslyn Art Museum, Omaha

Henry Hopkins Sibley; Confederate General of the West. By Jerry Thompson. (Natchitoches, Louisiana: Northwestern State University Press, 1987. xix + 399 pp.
Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $25.00.)
Fate can be capricious about bestowing historical recognition. Excellence
in one's life is not always the criteria for later biographical attention. The
undeserving sometimes stumble into historical legend through the back door,
propelled by sheer luck, random circumstances, monumental failures, or a
perverse kind of celebrity based on nothing more than public whim. Henry
Hopkins Sibley was one of these.
Sibley's name and fame, if it could be called that, rest mainly on the Sibley
tent and his command of the Sibley Brigade, the Confederate force that invaded
New Mexico during the Civil War. The first was not an original concept but
only a military adaptation of a Comanche tepee and the second was an unmitigated disaster. The rest of the general's life was even less auspicious, yet
the man has been commemorated in thousands of words while more temperate,
responsible, and courageous officers'have long been forgotten.
Author Jerry Thompson has traced Sibley's life and career from his 1816
birth in Natchitoches, Louisiana, to his death in Virginia in 1886, describing a
IIlan whose intelligence and imagination were overshadowed by character
flaws so pervasive they crippled his life and career. Unfortunately, the biography also contains flaws which detract from its potential as a reference about
a general who had a great impact on New Mexico history.
Slipshod editing does a great disservice to this volume. Some sentences
are ambiguous, misleading, or even downright confusing because of poor
grammar or structure. Some footnote numbers are transposed, typographic
errors such as "ford" for "fort" or "confined" for "confided" are to be found,
some maps are not drawn to scale, Captain James Graydon is called Grayson
on one occasion, hyphen use is inconsistent, and other small but annoying
problems appear.
But there are also problems of a more serious nature. Thompson places
the village of Paraje on the west bank of the Rio Grande and states thatTaos
is southwest of the Sangre de Cristo Mountains. He says a Texas woman, Jane
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Wilson, was kidnapped by Comanches in 1854 and writes that one half of
Captain Alexander McRae's men died beside their guns at the Battle of Valverde. He also presents the novel and fascinating information that Sibley,
although flat on his back in an ambulance some distance away from the Valverde fighting and "ill, exhausted, and drunk," was "appraised [sic] of the
situation" on the battlefield, decided on a frontal attack, and had his orders
relayed to Colonel Thomas Green to carry out. None of these facts, to the best
of this reviewer's knowledge or research, is correct. While such errors constitute only a minor part of the whole work, they do tend to bleed away the
reader's confidence.
When deSCribing many events Thompson seems to accept, uncritically,
the word of some secondary sources, and even Sibley;s, who he admits was
often inebriated. However, he certainly cannot be accused of hagiography.
Thompson presents the many facets of Sibley's personality so realistically the
reader is, in tum, disapproving, sympathetic, irritated, saddened, and surprised at Sibley's actions. In spite of some limitations, those interested in an
overview of General Sibley's life will find the biography entertaining and interesting.
Jacqueline Meketa
Corrales, New Mexico

Geronimo and the End of the Apache Wars: Commemorating the Centennial of the
Surrender of Naiche and Geronimo, September 4, 1886. Edited by C. L. Sonnichsen.
(Tucson: Arizona Historical Society, 1987. 136 pp. Illustrations, map, notes,
bibliography. $24.95.)
Last yeiu marked the centennial observance of Geronimo's surrender and
subsequent exile to Florida. For the white man it meant the dawn of a previously unknown era of peace in the Southwest. For Geronimo it was the end
of his free-roaming days on the war-path. 'He would spend the rest of his life
as a prisoner of war, farmer, and side-show attraction. Never again would he
see his native homeland.
First published as the spring 1986 edition of The Journal of Ari~ona History,
this collection of six essays treats not only the immortal war-leader himself
but also those whites who struggled for Apache rights and dignity after the
rest of the country had forgotten them. Included are some of those who felt
compelled to present the Apache side of the story in times when it was not
particularly popular to do so.
The volume is introduced by a short article chronicling the career of the
determined Apache spokeswoman, Eve Ball. Lynda A. Sanchez pays a fitting
tribute to the historian who pioneered oral history among a people who had
no other means of presenting their story. Ball had the foresight and considerable grit to win the confidence of numerous Apaches who had lived through
the days of Geronimo, Victorio, and other famed leaders. By her efforts to win
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their trust and even friendship,· she made a lasting contribution to our understanding of the Apache perspective.
Sonnichsen 'himself contributes a most provocative essay dealing with
Geronimo's changing image during the past one hundred years. At the time
of his final surrender, Geronimo was considered a fiendish, ruthless murderer
who destroyed everything in his path. Even during his own brief rise to
prominence during the 1880s, Geronimo attained legendary status as a cunning
and vicious raider who roamed almost at will despite the army's best efforts
to subdue him. Historians and novelists had perpetuated t);lis image well into
the twentieth century, until Edgar Rice Burroughs first cast Geronimo in ·the
role of freedom fighter in his 1927 novel, Apache Devil. Sonnichsen traces this
dual identity to the present day. On one side is the traditional reputationsavage, the epitome of evil-on the other, a peace-loving defender of his native
land-righteous, philosophicaL As with many things, time and changing social
values have had amitigating effect on our perceptions of figures like Geronimo.
Edward R. Sweeney atte,mpts to sort out the truth behind the claim that
Geronimo's hatred and unrelenting hostility stemmed from the Carrasco Massacre of 1851. Some would have it that until his family died at the hands of
Mexican troops in this unwarranted attack, Geronimo was living at peace and
at one with nature. In later years, Geronimo himself claimed this as the reason
for unbridled terrorism. As Sweeney shows, however, there were wrongs done
on both sides, and Geronimo's memory was' seiective at best.
Contrasting the view that Geronimo acted only on behalf of his people is
Samuel E. Kenoi's account from the perspective of a young Apa~he boy living
among the peaceful majority .on the reservation. To Kenoi, Gero;'imo was no
hero. On the contrary, many Apaches viewed.Geronimo as the cause of misery
for the entire tribe. Had it not been for him and a few self-serving renegades,
according to Kenoi, the rest of the tribe could have pursued their farming and
stock raising without interference. Kenoi's interview is valuable in clarifying
the oft-perceived contradition posed by Apache scouts serving against their
own people.
Of primary historical value is the inclusion of Lieutenant Charles B. Gatewood's heretofore unpublished account of his negotiations with Geronimo prior
to the council at Skeleton Canyon with General Nelson A. Miles. Although shorter,
edited versions have appeared previously, this transcript is taken directly from
Gatewood's original in the Arizona Historical Society collections. Beyond providing an interesting and exciting narrative of Gatewood's journey into Mexico
to locate Geronimo's band, it furnishes first-hand information on what transpired during his delicate confrontation. Never hesitant to accept credit that
would enhance his own reputation, Miles made the most of Geronimo's formal
surrender to him at Skeleton Canyon. This article establishes clearly, however,
that had it not been for Gatewood's efforts and the unusual credibility he had
with the Apaches, that meeting likely would not have happened.
Students of the Apache campaigns and particularly of Geronimo will appreciate this fine little volume, as well as its bibliography, which focuses on
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the last of the Apache wars. Both Sonnichsen and the Arizona Historical Society
are to be commended for its publication. In addition, because this hardcover
edition is limited to one hundred copies, its future as a collector's item is
assured.
Douglas C. McChristian
National Park Service

American Indian and Alaska Native Newspapers and Periodicals, 1971-1985. Edited
by Daniel F. Littlefield, Jr., and James W. Parins. (New York: Greenwood Press,
1986. xx + 609 pp. Appendixes, index. $85.00.)
For the past several years, Greenwood Press has published a seriescalled
Historical Guides to the World's Periodicals and Newspapers. There are now three
reference books in the series dealing with American Indian and Alaska Native
newspapers and periodicals. The first guide covered the period from 1826 to
1924, while the second looked at the years from 1925 to 1970. With the appearance of the present volume, the editors have examined such publications
from 1971 to 1985. Both editors are professors of English at the University of
Arkansas at Little Rock. Over thirty people contributed entries, which aided
the editors in preparing the guide.
The guide follows the structure of the two previous volumes. Titles and
variant titles are arranged alphabetically. Each entry contains a narrative history of the publication, bibliographical information, index sources, and location
sources. The editors also include a list of titles by chronology and by location.
Some important characteristics of the period from 1971 to 1985 were the
numerous titles established. More than one thousand titles were begun during
this period, as compared to only about six hundred from 1921 to 1970. Federal
dollars played a large part in funding native presses during the 1970s. In
addition, besides the usual urban and tribal newspapers and periodicals, more
publications geared toward specific subjects such as Indian law, health issues,
and Indian women appeared. Finally, the biggest problem facing editors and
publishers of American Indian and Alaska Native newspapers and periodicals
then and now is financial and editorial independence.
This useable book, along with its two companion volumes, are welcome
additions to the field.
Raymond Wilson
Fort Hays State University

Crown and Calumet: British-Indian Relations, 1783-1815. By Colin G. Calloway.
(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1987. xiv + 345 pp. Illustrations,
maps, notes, bibliography, index. $21.95.)
The Indians were a factor in the considerations that fueled British reluctance and even refusal to adhere to the peace settlement at the end of the
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American Revolution. American assertion of control over the trans-Appalachia
domain won by the treaty had to reckon with this British-Indian element until
after the peace settlement of the War of 1812. While the author suggests that
British-Indian contact "occurred across virtually the whole continent" (p. 27),
he places his focus on the country north of the Ohio River and in the Great
Lakes area where it most commonly took place.
Unlike other recent studies of these years, Colin Calloway of the Newberry
Library is not interested in a chronicle or analysis of events. By the "BritishIndian relations" of his subtitle, his stated concerns are the attitudes of Indian
and Briton toward each other and what determined them. Although great
variation characterized attitudes easily altered by time and circumstance, Calloway's investigation yields meaningful observations.
Whatever else might enter into their thinking, British attitudes were the
product of dual motivations: good relations with the Indians were of paramount necessity in order to enjoy a virtual monopoly in the fur trade on what
was America's wilderness soil; and, if war shattereQthe fragile Anglo-American
peace, the Indians would be needed as auxiliaries or allies. Should good relations with Indians cease to serve a useful purpose for Britain on the international scene, they were "expendable" and would be "abandoned." Calloway
: does not dismiss the humanitarian factor, but he says its role was secondary.
I
Except for momentarily renewed optimism, the Indians were increasingly
skeptical and "disenchanted" with the British. Realists in assessing their situation, they realized that their best hope of staying or delaying American
expansion and its consequences to their own future rested in maintaining good
relations with the British. Pragmatism dominated the Indian part of the BritishIndian equation also, with the Indians giving as good as they got, "sometimes
better." Further, they generally "showed an irritating reluctance to regard Europeans as omniscient or to accept their beliefs as absolute truths" (p. 106).
Within the bounds of the predominant realism that generally prevailed in
the attitudes of each side, immediate feelings would run the gamut from respect, admiration, and approval to distrust, contempt, and intolerance. These
perceptions were secondary, however, to concerns for the fur trade, military
affairs, and survival.
The author reaches his conclusions through study of the contact and intermingling of the British and Indian peoples and their cultures in the North
American context. He is clear on the results, but he is contradictory on the
process. In the book's "The Meeting of Cultures" section, a chapter opens with
the assertion that "Cultures do not meet; people do." Later in the same paragraph: "The meeting of cultures on the British-Indian frontier ..." (p. 110).
Based on doctoral research in his native England, Calloway has made
good use of often overlooked British manuscript sources. It is a particular
strength for this study that his background gives him greater sensitivity to
British attitudes than American scholars. To his credit, he articulates the subject
well without the slightest suggestion of chauvinism.
The paucity of Indian-generated sources poses an inherent difficulty in
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achieving a reasonable understanding of the Indian perspective. Much of the
documentation is filtered through the perception or bias of its white recorders,
and Iridian attitudes· receive briefer and less detailed consideration herein.
Calloway is well aware that it 'cannot be otherwise. He carefully characterizes
what sources are available and thoughtfully explains how they can be used
and with what credence.
Dwight L. Smith
Miami University

Across Boundaries: Transborder Interaction in Comparative Perspective. Edited by
Oscar J. Martinez. (EI Paso: Texas Western Press, Center for Inter-American
and Border Studies, University of Texas at EI Paso, 1986. x + 206 pp. Maps,
charts, tables, notes. $15.00 paper.) .
In 1984 the University of Texas at El Paso sponsored a conference on
"Problem Solvlng Along Borders." The papers presented by eleven scholars at
the conference have been collected and edited by Oscar Martinez and are
offered here as an introduction to an important and sensitive topic.
As might be expected, United States border relations receives major attention as three contributions deal with the U.S.-Mexican border and two with
the U.S.-Canadian line. Other subjects include border problems beyond the
usual purview of national governments, and border relations in Western Europe, Africa, and in the Communist world. Inevitably, most of the articles focus
on specific locations and issues, though several do offer general observations.
For example, Niles Hansen draws some interesting comparisons between border regions in Western Elirope and the U.s.-Mexican borderlands, noting that
the U.s. and Mexico could well emulate Europe in achieVing mutually beneficial
transborder cooperation agreements. In a similar vein, A. 1. Asiwaju of the
University of Lagos firids that the Nigerian-Benin border invites comparison
with the U.S....:Mexican situation in matters of population, culture, and resource
development.
Several common denominators emerge from the various presentations.
One is a recognition that borders are political artifices, and another is that the
concerns of people living on either side are intertwined economically, socially,
and culturally. Still, another theme is the need for national governments to
recognize the special circumstances existing in certain regions. The Regio Basiliensis, a regional planning system centered on Basel involving France, West
Germany, and Switzerland, requires the cooperation of three nations. In the
case of the United States and Mexico, federal and state governmental agencies
on both sides lag behind the people of the region in cooperating on problems
of mutual concern. Some contributors argue for transnational management of
border problems, given the distance between a nation's capital and its boundaries.
Specialists and students in international relations will find this book of
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value ·for the insights of its contributors, but the papers are in the main theoretical and pontifical in tone. Border relations involve people, and people try
their best not to lead constant lives oftension and dispute. None of the papers
mention the annual volleyball game conducted at Nogales between the U.S.
and Mexican officials, in which the chain link fence across the border is used
as a net. Would that all border challenges could be resolved so easily.
Abraham Hoffman
Reseda, California

Fray Bernardino de Sahagun, 1499-1590. By Luis Nicolau d'Olwer. (Salt Lake
City: University of Utah Press, 1987. x + 201 pp. Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. $25.00.)
Sixteenth-century Mexico is often recalled through the adventures of dynamic personalities such as Hernando Cortes arid Francisco Vazquez de Coronado. Less known individuals, howev~r, have also contributed greatly to our
understanding of the period: One such person is the tireless Fray Bernardino
de SahagUn, the remarkable Franciscan whose work has served as the intellectual focus for generations of historians, ethno-historians, linguists, and cultural anthropologists. Luis Nicolau d'Olwer's Historiadores de America: Fray
Bernardino de Sahagun (1499-1590), published thirty-five years ago, has long
served as a most valuable biography and exposition of this clergyman's labors
with the natives of the Valley of Mexico and the growing bureaucracy of New
Spain. The only drawback to Nicolau d'Olwer's book (other than being out of
print) is that its contribution to our knowledge of Fray Bernardino's work is
limited to readers familiar with the Spanish language and those willing to settle
for interpretations. Fortunately this situation has been changed by the publication of Mauricio J. Mixco's English translation of Nicolau d'Olwer's 1952
work.
Fray Bernardino's biography has challenged more than a few historians,
but Nicolau d'Olwer's work effectively encapsulates the efforts of Joaquin
Garda Icazbalceta and Wigberto Jimenez Moreno by artfully complementing
what is known of Sahagun the man and what he accomplished against the
backdrop of the Franciscan order and sixteenth-century New Spain. Chapters
one through nine trace the life of Fray Bernardino from his formative years in
Spain and arrival in Mexico City in 1529 to his final years and death in 1590,
highlighting the events that led to the development of his life's work, the
Historia general de las cosas de Nueva Espana. What distinguishes this biography,
however, is chapter ten, "Sahagun in His Work," because here Nicolau d'Olwer
develops Fray Bernardino's methodology that today generously serves the
disciplines of linguistics, ethnography, and social history.
Any study of SahagUn of necessity revolves around his devotion to his
mission-the salvation of native American souls. Initially, this meant learning
Nahuatl and developing a dictionary and grammar in order to teach the religious to communicate with the Mexica in their own language. Once fluent in
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Nahuatl, Fray Bernardino realized that Christian indoctrination was indeed
superficial and that pre-conquest beliefs and rites persisted alongside and even
within Christianity. He then began working on his Historia, intending it to be
a manual for his fellow clergymen to use in rooting out these preconquest
beliefs and rites. In the course of his investigation and analysis (contributing
perhaps to his own intellectual maturity) Fray Bernardino became increasingly
aware of the culture he was studying and the importance of preserving the
memory of the indigenous past and the history of the fall of Tenochtitlan as
seen by the conquered. Unfortunately, Phillip II censored the promulgation of
studies of pre-Columbian culture such as Sahagun's Historia.
Mauricio J. Mixco's excellent English translation of Luis Nicolau d'Olwer's
Fray Bernardino de Sahagun, 1499-1590 provides a very readable biography of
this sixteenth-century Franciscan. Mixco's effort is faithful to the Spanish style
of the original while effecting idiomatic naturalness.
Publication of this work could not have been more timely because it complements the recently released translation of Sahagun's Historia by Arthur J.
O. Anderson and Charles E. Dibble, published as the General History of the
Things of New Spain (School of American Research, Santa Fe, and University
of Utah Press).
Robert Himmerich y Valencia
University of New Mexico

Carleton Beals: A Radical Journalist in Latin America. By John A. Britton. (Albuquerqu.e: University of New Mexico Press, 1987. xiii + 309 pp. Illustrations,
notes, bibliography, index. $24.95.)
John A. Britton's sympathetic biography contends that historians have
wrongly dismissed Carleton Beals' work as "overly impressio~istic, excessively
ideological, and sometimes inaccurate" (p. xii). Britton maintains that "while
Beals was no paragon of objectivity, he did write on Latin American affairs
from a much more consistent and considerably less superficial perspective than
many students of recent history have understood" (p. xii). This thesis is admirably demonstrated, although readers might question the virtues of consistency and profundity when compared to Beals' other flaws. Britton romanticizes
Beals as a "free-spirited advocate of leftist causes in the Western Hemisphere"
(p. 1-2), who endorsed the "uplift of the impoverished masses by sweeping
social change or, if necessary, by violent revolution" (p. 2).
Beals was born in 1893 in Kansas of parents committed to radicalism
through allegiance to the Populist Party, and he inherited their leftist approach
to politics. The precise elements of that ethos remain vague in Britton's presentation, beyond "determination to expose the plight of the down-trodden
and the exploited to the reading public of the United States" and a general
sympathy for revolution (p. 2). Britton seems inordinately concerned with
showing Beals was not a communist, yet he never convincingly demonstrates
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that Beals' leftist but non-Marxist approach to Latin American affairs was more
perceptive than other paradigms.
Beals' radicalism guided all his responses to Latin American issues. Whether
in Mexico where he lived through the turmoil of 1923-1933, in Italy where he
.observed the rise of Mussolini, in Cuba and Peru where he observed authoritarianism, or in Nicaragua where he was impressed by Augusto Cesar Sandino,
Beal editorialized in The Nation, New Republic, and Current History, maintaining
faith in the ability. of revolutionaries to eliminate inequality. Through four
marriages and consuming mental anguish, Beals remained a consistent advocate of new societies dedicated to the welfare of the masses.
What made Beals a "respected authority" on Latin American affairs? How
did his reporting influence policy makers? Britton's evidence that the FBI and
State Department kept files on him is insufficient. Britton's repeated judgment
that Beals was more than just another commentator on Latin America intrudes
into the provocative story of Beals' personal crusades. Instead of accepting
Britton's idealization of Beals as "secular prophet" (p. 235), readers will be
convinced that Beals was a prolific journalist endowed with regrettably narrow
vision. He was quickly forgotten-sadly, but perhaps understandably so.
Joyce S. Goldberg
University of Texas, Arlington

Judas at the Jockey Club: and Other Episodes of Porfirian Mexico. By William H.
Beezley. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1987. x + 181 pp. Illustrations,
notes, bibliography, index. $19.95.)
At the beginning of this slender volume, William Beezley tells us what
this book is not-"not a volume in social history, psychohistory, historical
anthropology, nor even ethnohistory" (p. x). The reader might then wonder
what it is, and the author hills us that he hopes "it is history-that is, an effort
to reconstruct some pieces of Mexico's experience ..." (p. x). Unfortunately,
such a broad definition and lack of focus has led to a volume in which three
loosely constructed essays have been strung together to fashion a book. This
lack of focus greatly diminishes the value of the book as a whole and the essays
individually.
Beezley takes three topics of great potential interest in the field of popular
culture-sports, technology, and Judas burnings-and does not do them justice, either individually or as parts of a whole. He has indicated in his preface
that he is not particularly interested in reaching a conclusion, but one wonders
if the discipline imposed by seeking more concrete correspondence between
different aspects of popular culture would not have greatly improved this
volume.
A major problem is heavy reliance on foreign travelers' reports. The author
indicates that he has chosen these sources because travelers described the
details of Mexican life "faithfully" as they did not "take for granted Mexico's
everyday activities ..." (p. x). Again, unfortunately, many of these foreign
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travelers did not seem to understand what they were seeing, and in some
cases were highly patronizing. A patronizing tone sometimes drifts into Beezley's own evaluations, as in his discussion of "stunted agrarian technology"
(p. 72). Nowhere does he indicate that Mexican hacienda workers' opposition
to the introduction of threshing machines might well be a result of their fear
of losing their jobs. In another example, he indicates that Mexican proclivities
for using tortillas as a "dinner service" prevented the lower classes from adopting more modern dishes and implements. In particular, he claims that Mexicans
of the lower classes, "having cooked for centuries without iron vessels," preferred clay pots and "saw no need to change, even if they could have afforded
it" (p. 68). In support of this extraordinary statement, he cites only an observation made by a foreigner in 1898. Having personally discussed with Mexican
workers active in the Mexican Revolution fifteen years later their particular
aversion to eating their lunches on tortillas made unsanitary because their
hands were covered with industrial or agricultural grime, this reader has to
object to these cavalier suggestions.
Beezley further states that the "nonindustrial world of the countryside
made no division between work and leisure" (p. 78). Again, it seems to me
that only a foreign traveler could possibly have come to so extraordinary a
conclusion. My own discussions with agricultural workers who migrated to
the United States between 1910-1920 during the Mexican Revolution indicate
strongly that workers had no difficulty distinguishing between work and leisure
and that indeed, grinding conditions in the countryside led many of them to
search for a better balance between the two outside of their homeland.
The most interesting essay of the three is the last, "Judas at the Jockey
Club," which discusses the custom of burning Judas figures in Mexico, particularly on Holy Saturday. This essay is greatly improved over the other two
by its inclusion of historical data on the subject of the European origins of
these festivals and examples of these festivals in other Latin American countries. The chapter will be of particular interest to New Mexicans familiar with
Zozobra celebrations (of much more recent and non-Hispanic origins). The
author is correct, I believe, in seeing elements of class protest and tension in
the Judas burnings, which have popular origins. Indeed, the symbolism of
Judas figures dressed in elegant clothes such as top hats is difficult to mistake.
Less solid is his assertion that Judas celebrations designed and produced by
the elite, and by the Jockey Club in one particular instance, for the populace
were deliberately demeaning to those "scrambling for the coins" released when
the Judas figures exploded. Although such a case might be made through
careful study and analysis of the tensions in Mexican society at this time and
in this specific case, and although this reader shares the author's sense of
distaste at the thought of such a spectacle, anyone familiar with Mexican culture
also will see the similarities with adults watching children scrambling for coins,
toys, and candies released from a pinata at a birthday party. Surely the children's excitement and joy at these events is by no means entirely demeaning
or exemplary of an adult plot to entertain themselves at the expense of their
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progeny. Although it seems clear that events at the Jockey Club were an example of "noblesse oblige," and equally clear that the events went wrong,
leading to a "savage and brutal fight," in the words of one observer (p.111),
it seems less likely that we can inevitably conclude with the author that"Meanspirited members tossed coins only to make sport of those who scrambled for
them" (p. 1 1 5 ) . '
.
Indeed, the whole tone of this volume demeans the author's historical
subjects, the poor and the wealthy of Porfirian Mexico. One hopes that future
studies of popular cuiture in Mexico will show more historical and cultural
sensitivity.
Linda B. Hall
University of New Mexico

Escape From Death Valley: As Told by William Lewis Manly and Other '4gers. Edited
by Leroy Johnson and Jean Johnson. (Reno: University of Nevada Press, 1987.
xvii + 213 pp. Illustrations, maps, appendixes, notes, bibliography, index.
$25.00 cloth, $14.95 paper.)
The spectacular scenery of some of our great national parks is sometimes
enhanced by their romanticized early history. Examples include Yellowstone
Park and the legend of Colter's Hell, Denali National Park and the often fatal
lure of Mount McKinley, and Death Valley, discovered by lost forty-niners. In
the latter case the aura of historic melodrama seems almost to overshadow the
visitors' experience of torrid temperatures and a forbidding landscape. Escape
from Death Valley is not a work of lurid fiction but a meticulous study of the
most astonishing epic in gold rush literature.
The Johnsons are among a new breed of historians who not only research
in libraries but also on the ground, attempting to locate with precision historic
sites and trails. There is a large body of literature about the DeathValley fortyniners who gave it its name, but the Johnsons offer the best guide to the subject
to date. They provide a new and impressive dimension to this story by the
thoroughness of their coverage-a review of previous interpretations of the
subject, a definitive analysis of exact routes taken by rescuers and rescued,
and the annotated testimony of four eyewitnesses. Excellent maps facilitate
reader comprehension.
The prime rescuer was William D. Manly, whose recollections, titled Death
Valley in '49, was published in 1887 and in several later editions. However, his
most illuminating work, only recently discovered and 'here published for the
first time, appeared serially in the Santa Clara Valley, 1887-1890, as "From
Vermont to California."
Manly is an authentic western hero. Schooled and hardened on the Michigan and Wisconsin frontiers, he joined the California gold rush, prosaically
enough, as a hired teamster, but with four companions he soon achieved a·
unique kind of fame among forty-niners. Instead of crossing over turbulent
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Green River, like everyone else, they elect~d to face unknown perils by plunging down the hitherto unexplored Green River canyons. Barely escaping that
ordeal with their lives, they left the canyons at a point southwest of Salt Lake
City and stumbled upon a wagon train heading southwestward toward southern California in hopes of avoiding Sierra Nevada snow. Manly's misguided
contingent of seven family wagons got stranded in hellish Death Valley. He
and John Rogers volunteered to seek help from the nearest settlement, which
happened to be a ranch north of Los Angeles, 250 gruelling miles away. Obtaining provisions and animals, they made their painful way back, appearing
like ghosts before the gaunt sun-blackened survivors, who had abandoned all
hope, and were led, miraculously, to safety.
Merrill J. Mattes
Oregon-California Trails Association, Littleton, Colorado

Pilgrimage: A Journey Through Colorado's History and Culture. By Stephen May.
(Athens: Ohio State University Press/Swallow Press, 1986. xiii + 125 pp. Illustrations, map. $18.95 cloth, $8.95 paper.)
Pilgrim Stephen May has had a long-standing love affair with Colorado.
Because he felt that he was taking for granted the essence of a state which
means so much to him, and because he hoped to find that certain mystique
underlying Colorado's uniqueness, he set out on a trip to challenge his senses
and to search for the soul of the land.
It is hard to say whether he found what he was looking for. Readers familiar
with Colorado past and present will not be overwhelmed by new discoveries,
historical syntheses, or conclusive insights. May leaves us with his personal
insights and impressions, vignettes of prose and poetry from others equally
smitten by the landscape, and details of travel, hiking, communing with the
people, and rhetorical commentary about what it all means.
One is reminded of Travels with Charley. The mood is pleasant, and the
overall effect is satisfying. We are taken on a tour from Colorado Springs to
the Arkansas River, to Sand Creek and Ludlow, and from San Luis to Mesa
Verde, Ouray, Marble, the Maroon Bells, Leadville, Vail, Rocky Mountain National Park, Central City, and Georgetown. The pace is enjoyable, and the
detours serve as road signs adding pleasure to the journey. May makes no
attempt to tattoo us with preconceived notions about what it all means. We
can disengage at any time.
What makes the book informative, and different than Travels with Charley,
is the way May connects Colorado to the rest of the nation and world in both
history and art. We are able to reflect on the Arkansas River as a life line to
the Gulf of Mexico; the Plains as an area between California and Boston; Anasazi
art compared with the cave paintings in Spain; Ouray's newspaper, The Solid
Muldoon, being read in Queen Victoria's England; and Marble's brief moment
in the sun against the background of Egypt, Greece, and Rome. Local history
comes alive and serves both as a welcome antidote to parochialism and as
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encouragement for Colorado lovers to find "that place, any place" (p. 124)
where we can comfortably enjoy the grandeur of this diverse state.
Some will say that May's history is too selective and superficial, that Walt
Whitman may not appeal to the Hispanic population, and that the author's
trip was too rushed. But as an essay helping us restore harmony to urbanized
souls, urging us to walk on the earth so as to give back some of the energy
we have taken while escaping ever so briefly from "the wife and daytime
televisiQn" (p. 96), the Pilgrimage is a worthwhile reading experience and a trip
that should provide us all with therapeutic diversion.
Dan Tyler
Colorado State University

Colorado Homes. By Sandra Dallas. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press,
1986. x + 261 pp. Illustrations, bibliography, index. $42.50 cloth, $35.00 paper.)
In Colorado Homes, Sandra Dallas has produced another book that will
delight readers who have enjoyed her previous works such as Gaslight and
Gingerbread (1965) and No More Than Five in a Bed (1967). With numerous photographs by Dallas and her daughter, Kendal Atchison (with whom she collaborated on the recent Colorado Ghost Towns and Mining Camps, 1984), the book
sets out to examine "the richness and diversity of domestic architecture in
Colorado" (p. 9). Dallas notes that "Coloradans were not initiators but imitators," borrowing styles from other parts of the country or abroad, "no matter
how inappropriate to the western climate" (pp. 4-5). Thus, as travel writer
Ernest Ingersoll said of Denver in the 1880s, "Homes succeed one another in
endlessly varying styles of architecture" (p. 78).
Beginning with the Mesa Verde cliff dwellings and Plains Indian tipis,
Dallas next treats log cabins, adobes and soddies, carpe~ter Gothic houses,
and "romantic Victorian" (Italianate and Second Empire) architecture. Noting
that "Colorado came of age in the late Victorian era" (p. 78), she next discusses
such styles as Queen Anne, shingle, "stick:' Eastlake, and Georgian, followed
by "Front Range Castles:' prairie box houses, elegant late nineteenth and early
twentieth-century mansions, twentieth-century middle-class homes (bungalows, cottages, "Denver squares"), and moderne, international, and deco houses.
She concludes with an epilogue highlighting recent architecture from geodesic
domes to mountain chalets. A number of historic photographs complement
the contemporary views.
Along the way, Dallas provides much social analysis, drawing on her rich
background in Colorado history. Apt quotations ranging from Helen Hunt
Jackson's view of author-artist Mary Hallock Foote's Leadville home to nineteenth-century historian Frank Hall's impression of a mining town ("rows of
cheap and ugly frame buildings ... held up in dizzy heights on stilts along
the densely populated ravines" enliven the text (p. 46). Throughout, wellknown homes such as the Maxwell House in Georgetown share space with
modest, more typical dwellings. -
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Written in Dallas's usual lively style, the book also contains a most useful
bibliography. Some readers, however, may wish that the author had induded
notes to specific sources and quotations, as well as addresses for the houses
pichired in the book. More information on architects also would be helpful.
Most, however, will enjoy and appreciate Colorado Homes as a well-researched,
readable, and attractive treatment of an important and interesting topic.
Maxine Benson
Denver, Colorado

A Literary History of the American West. Edited by J. Golden Taylor and Thomas
Lyon. (Fort Worth: Texas Christian University Press, 1987. xliii + 1,353 pp.
Illustrations, notes, bibliographies, index. $79.50.)

J.

Five years ago, in the course of our collaborative work on the book Will
Henry's West, a collection of his short fiction and essays, Henry Wilson Allen
wrote me of his ambition to understand the work being done by academic
scholar-critics on a subject dose to his heart: western fiction. He said, tonguein-cheek, that such knowledge would perhaps be useful in directing "a little
of the pure stuff toward my own works" and also in learning why some of the
practitioners of it seemed so determined to "obstruct justice by throwing themselves between whatever I write and any chance of it beJng accorded serious
attention."
Allen, regarded by his peers (if not by such scholars as Fred Erisman and
Richard Etulain, who did not include him in their 1982 Fifty Western Writers: A
Bio-Bibliographical Guide) as the finest living western novelist, had by then been
the subject of such "Serious Criticism," as he called it, with the publication in
the Twayne U.S. Author Series of the book about him written by Robert L.
Gale of the University of Pittsburgh. Although he had high regard for Professor
Gale's work, he still expressed puzzlement and doubt about what he viewed
as the suspiciously sudden phenomenon of treating western writing so seriously after so long a time of treating it like an unannounced visiting in-law.
"Can you imagine the day when any Western writer will be honestly and
honorably afforded the same respect and homage and acceptance as a writer
in any other discipline? I simply can't," he wrote me.
In his preface to A Literary History of the American West, this monumental
work of more than eighty scholars, Max Westbrook sets an apologetic tone
that the Henry AlIens, trying to understand the scholars' work, will find exasperatingly familiar. Westbrook provides the view that literature of the West
is handicapped by "Hollywood horse operas and stereotypical paperbacks sold
in bus stations" and laments the fact that the West has yet to produce a William
Faulkner or another "giant with enough original power to make prejudicial
ranking collapse."
But these scholar-obligatory musings aside, Westbrook, in seemingly stating the obvious-"The American West plays an important role in the history
of the nation ... western literature plays an important role in the literature
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of the nation"-appropriately raises the curtain on a prodigious work of scholarship that proves, once and for all time, that the literature of the American
West requires no apologies, nor a William Faulkner as exemplar, to establish
its validity.
This is a book that will help the Will Henrys and all others interested in
the history and literature of the American West understand how scholars work
to show that the literature of the West, in all its forms inspired by the history,
is something quite extraordinary.
The book's eighty-eight essays, meaningfully arranged, cover such an
astonishing range of literary figures, form, and history that only the most
gimlet-eyed will spot a discrepancy or omission. The author essays are provocative and often critically definitive: Patrick D. Morrow writing on Bret
Harte, Mark Twain, and the San Francisco Circle; Robert Brophy on Robinson
Jeffers; Earle Labor on Jack London; James W.. Lee on Benjamin Capps; Robert
C. Wright on Frederick Manfred; Wallace Stegner on Bernard DeVoto; Wayne
Chatterton on A. B. Guthrie, Jr.; Fred Erisman on Jack Schaefer; and so on.
From its coverage of Indian oral traditions and folklore to the western
nature essay, the western novel, dramatic work, poem and film; from its expert
analysis of works as far-ranging as those of Willa Cather, Edward Abbey, Jack
Kerouac, Hamlin Garland and the Middle Border, Rolvaag and Krause of the
Northwest, to its authoritative attention to such ethnic influences as those of
the American Indian, the Mexican American, Asian American, Afro American,
and the Scandinavian-A Literary History of the American West is a breathtaking
accomplishment.
It is not only a splendid tribute to the inextricable union, permanency,
and value of the history and literature of the American West, it is an equally
glowing tribute to the Western Literature Association and to such scholars as
the late J. Golden Taylor (first senior editor of the book), Thomas J. Lyon,
George.F. Day, Gerald W. Haslam, James H. Maguire, William T. Pilkington,
and all other contributors, for their dedication to the proposition that the only
apologies due the literature of the West are from those who ignore it.
Dale L. Walker
University of Texas at EI Paso

The Interior Country: Stories of the Modern West. Edited by Alexander Blackburn,
Craig Lesley, and Jill Landem.. (Athens: Ohio University Press/Swallow Press,
1987. xvii + 333 pp. $24.95 cloth, $11.95 paper.)
I have lately been wondering whether we do readers and writers a disservice by referring to a body of work called "Western American literature."
What, exactly, do we mean by it? If we mean writing set in the West and of
such quality that it contributes to American letters generally, then we are
properly speaking of the national literature, and not of a conveniently derived
subset. If the writing is of a rare superior quality, then we address literature
itself. If, on the other hand, we mean a corpus of writing that simply happens
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to be set in the West, or produced by writers who by birth or circumstance
dwell on this side of the hundredth meridian, and if we ignore questions of
merit in the interests of creating a special branch of writing all our own, then
we cheapen the very idea of literature, for our parochialism necessarily legitimates the mediocre along with the good.
Alexander Blackburn's anthology, The Interior Country, seems tom between
the various definitions of "Western American literature," taking a stand only
long enough to suggest, in the editor's words, that "the interior country"the modem American West-is "a symbolic landscape with a power to revitalize
the continental soul." (The Santa Catalina Mountains, which my writing table
faces, do not seem at all symbolic; they're too big and too real for that. I am
hard pressed to determine how their beauty might revitalize, say, the faraway
soul of Manhattan or Detroit. But let Blackburn's definition stand.) The principal criterion for inclusion in The Interior Country is a writer's willingness to
call the West home, and this is not quite enough to propel the book along.
As a collection of readings in fiction by modem Western writers, Blackburn's book has its modest virtues. Surely no one would take exception to
admitting Edward Abbey, Frank Waters, Leslie Silko, William Eastlake, and
Walter Van Tilburg Clark into the company of writers worthy of our attention,
even if those writers bear very little similarity to one another. Almost all of
them, however, are represented by excerpts from readily available books and
by stories already anthologized. This is unenergetic collecting, especially given
the abundance of worthy pieces that each of these writers has published in
small journals and now-defunct publications.
The book contains much work that is simply undistinguished, included,
it appears, simply by virtue of the writers' having set down stakes in Idaho
or Santa Barbara or the northern Great Plains. A more rigorous editorial hand,
and especially a powerful controlling idea-a real idea-that might govern the
anthology, would have reduced the number of pieces that lie dead on the page.
In their place might have stood stories by good wrifers who combine "westernness" with real talent: Scott Momaday, James Welch, Alberto Rios, Lawrence
Clark Powell, Denise Chavez, Norman Maclean, A. B. Guthrie, Thomas
McGuane, Richard Ford. Many of the finer stories, conversely, are outof place,
and to claim some of the contributors as "Western writers" is to ignore and
even undermine the universality of their work.
So long as we are content with convenient, if meaningless, academic categories by which we pigeonhole writers, we have little cause to complain about
the occasional misguided collection. But if writers who happen to live in the
American West are ever to be read elsewhere, as many of them deserve to be,
it will have to be through a more powerful vehicle than this.
Gregory McNamee
Tucson, Arizona

Book Notes

Christopher Columbus. By Gianni Granzotto. (Norman: University of
Oklahoma Press, 1988. ix + 300 pp. Maps, bibliography; index. $9.95
paper.) Reprint of the 1984 edition in Italian published by Mondadri
Editore S. p. A. Milano.
.
Coronado and the Myth of Quivira. Edited by Dianna Everett. (Canyon,
Texas: Panhandle-Plains Historical Society, 1985. 83 pp. Illustrations,
maps, notes, bibliography, index. $6.98 paper.) Anthology of papers
given at public programs titled, "Myths That Made Texas," sponsored
by the Texas Committee for the Humanities.
The Journey of Fray Marcos de Niza. By Cleve Hallenbeck. (Dallas: Southern Methodist University Press, 1988. !xxi + 115 pp. Illustrations, notes,
bibliography, index. $29.95.) Reprint of 1949 edition, with a new introduction by David J. Weber.
The Santa Fe. and Taos Colonies: Age of the Muses, 1900-1942. By Arrell
Morgan Gibson. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1988. xiii +
305 pp. Illustrations, map, notes, bibliography, index. $12.95 paper.)
Paperback reprint of the 198~ edition.
Monumental Ghosts. By Alice Bullock. (Santa Fe: Sunstone Press, 1987.
42 pp. Illustrations. $5.95 paper.) Ghost story vignettes about prominent historical sites in New Mexico.
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Chimayo Valley_ Traditions. By Elizabeth Kay. (Santa Fe: Ancient City
Press, 1987. vii + 91 pp. Illustrations, map, notes, bibliography. $19.95
cloth, $8.95 paper.) Stories of Hispanic and Native American history
and culture in northern New Mexico.
Los Alamos before the Bomb and Other Stories. By Charles S. Pearce. (New
York: Vantage Press, 1987. vii + 118 pp. Illustrations. $9.50.) Folk tales
about community life in World War II-era Los Alamos.

Maverick Town: The Story of Old Tascosa. By John L. McCarty. (Norman:
University of Oklahoma Press, 1988. xv +287 pp. Illustrations, map,
bibliography, index. $10.95 paper.) First paperback version of original
1946 edition. New foreword by C. L. Sonnichsen.
New Mexico's Best Ghost Towns. By Philip Varney. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1987. xiv + 190 pp. Illustrations, tables,
maps, appendixes, bibliography, index. $13.95 paper.) Reprint of 1981
edition with new foreword by Tony Hillerman.
Colorado Ghost Towns and Mining Camps. By Sandra Dallas. (Norman:
University of Oklahoma Press, 1988.ix + 254 pp. Illustrations, maps,
bibliography, index. $14.95 paper.) Reprint of the 1985 edition.
The Cowboy at Work. By Fay E. Ward. (Norman: University of Oklahoma
Press, 1987. xx + 289 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, index. $14.95
paper.) Reprint of the 1958 Hastings House edition.
Singing Cowboys and All That Jazz: A Short History of Popular Music in
Oklahoma. By William W. Savage, Jr. (Norman: University of Oklahoma
Press, 1988. xii + 185 pp. Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. $7.95
paper.) Reprint of the 1983 edition.
The American Catholic Parish: A History from 1850 to the Present. Vol. I.
Edited by Jay P. Dolan. (New York: Paulist Press, 1987. v + 359 pp.
Notes, tables, appendixes, index. $24.95.) First volume ofthe history
of Catholic parish life in America, focusing on states east of the Mississippi River.
Anarchism & The Mexican Working Class, 1860-1931. By John M. Hart.
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 1987. x + 249 pp. Illustrations,
notes, bibliography, index. $8.95 paper.) Reprint of the 1978 edition.
Texas in 1837: An Anonymous, Contemporary Narrative. Edited by Andrew
Forest Muir. (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1988. xxi + 232 pp.
Illustrations, maps, notes, index. $9.95 paper.) Reprint of the 1958
edition.
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The Staked Plain. By Frank X. Tolbert. (Dallas: Southern Methodist University Press, 1987. vi + 281.pp. $22:50 cloth, $10.95 paper.) Reprint
of the 1956 editic;m.
A Texas Suffragist: Diaries and Writings of Jane Y McCallum. By Janet G.
Humphrey. (Austin: Ellen C. Temple, 1988. viii + 168 pp. Illustrations,
notes, bibliography, index. $14.95 paper.) Edited version of two diaries
on the Texas suffrage movement (1916-1919).
Alaska: A History of the 49th State. By Claus-M. Naske and Herman E.
Slotnick. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1987. xiv + 349 pp.
Illustrations, maps, appendixes, notes, bibliography, index. $27.95;)
Revised and updated second edition. Originally published in 1979.
Treatise on the Heathen Superstitions that Today Live Among the Indians Native
to This New Spain, 1629. By Hernando Ruizde Alarcon. Edited by J.
Richard Andrews and Ross Hassig. (Norman: University of Oklahoma
Press, 1987. xxvi + 406 pp. illustrations, maps, charts, tables, appendixes, notes, bibliography, index. $16.95 paper.) Reprint of the '1984
edition.. '
.
A Guide to the Indian Tribes of Oklahoma. By Muriel H. Wright. (Norman:
University of Oklahoma Press, 1987. xix + 300 pp. Illustrations, maps,
bibliography,. index. $18.95 cloth, $10.95 paper.) Reprint of the 1951
edition.
Chief Left Hand: Southern Arapaho. By Margaret Coel.(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1988. xiv + 338 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes,
bibliography, index. $11.95 paper.) Reprint of the 1984 edition.
The Pawnee Indians. By George E. Hyde. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1988. xii + 372 pp. Illustrations, maps, charts, appendixes,
notes, index. '$12.95 paper.) Reprint of the 1951 edition.
Sarah Winnemucca: Of .the Northern Paiutes. By Gae Whitney Canfield.
(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1988: xiv + 306 pp. Illustrations, map, notes, bibliography, index. $9.95 paper.) Reprint of the
1983 edition.
Prairie Smoke. By Melvin R. Gilmore.(St. Paul, IyIinnesota: Minnesot~
Historical Society Press, 1987. xxviii + 225 pp. Illustrations, bibliography, index. $6.96 paper.) Reprint of the 1929 Columbia University
Press edition.
The Moccasin Maker. By E. Pauline Johnson. (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1987. 266 pp. Illustrations, notes, bibliography. $9.95 paper.) Reprint of the 1913 edition.
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Indians of the Pacific Northwest. By Robert H. Ruby and John A. Brown.
(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1988. ix + 294 pp.Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $17.95 paper.) Reprint ofthe
1981 edition.
The Covered Wagon and Other Adventures. By Lynn H. Scott. (Lincoln:
University of Nebraska Press, 1987. x + 135 pp. Illustrations. $12.95.)
Reminiscences of early twentieth-century life on the northern plains
and in the Pacific Northwest. Foreword by Charles Kuralt.
The Biography of a Grizzly and 75 Drawings. By Ernest Thompson Seton.
(Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1987. 167 pp. Illustrations. $6.95
paper.) Bison reprint of the 1900 Century Company edition.
Meet Mr. Grizzly: A Saga on the Passing of the Grizzly Bear. By Montague
Stevens. (San Lorenzo, New Mexico: High-Lonesome Books, 1987.281
pp. Illustrations, map. $12.95 paper.) Reprint of the 1943 edition.
Animal Heroes: Being the Histories of a Cat, a Dog, a Pigeon, a Lynx, two
Wolves, + a Reindeer and in Elucidation of the Same. By Ernest Thompson
Seton. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1987. 362 pp. Illustrations. $8.95 paper.) Bison reprint of the 1905 Charles Scribner's Sons
edition.
Willa Cather on Writing: Critical Studies on Writing as an Art. By Willa
Cather. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1988. xxvi + 126 pp.
$6.95 paper.) Bison reprint of the original 1920 edition.
The Civil War Short Stories of Ambrose Bierce. Compiled by Ernest J. Hopkins. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1988. 139 pp. Illustration,
notes. $6.95 paper.) Bison reprint of the 1970 edition.
The Best Novels and Stories of Eugene Manlove Rhodes. Edited by Frank V.
Dearing. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1987. xxiv + 551 pp.
$12.95 paper.) Bison reprint of multiple-copyright editions from 19101949.
Chicago Guide to Preparing Electronic Manuscripts. (Chicago: University
of Chicago Press, 1987. xi + 143 pp. Illustrations, ta~les, charts, appendixes, notes, bibliography, index. $25.00 cloth, $9.95 paper.) Definitive writing manual updated for word-processing equipment.

News Notes

Robert A. Trennert, chair of the history department in Arizona State
University, arid the New Mexico Historical Review have been named
winners of the National Cowboy Hall of Fame's prestigious Wrangler
Award for the most outstanding article appearing in a western magazine in 1987. Presented to both author and publisher of the article,
the award was made for Trennert's "Fairs, Expositions, and the Chang- ing Image of Southwestern Indians, 1876-1904," which appeared in
the April 1987 edition of the magazine. Both Trennert and the New
Mexico Historical Review received foot-high bronze statues of a cowboy
wrangler, presented during a black-tie awards banquet March 19 in
Oklahoma City. Earlier this year, Trennert's same essay won the Espinosa Award for best article published in the New Mexico Historical
Review.
Also winning Na.tional Cowboy Hall of Fame awards were Robert
M. Utley and the University of New Mexico Press, whose High Noon
in Lincoln: Violence on the Western Frontier won best nonfiction book;
Elmer Kelton and Doubleday, whose Man Who Rode Midnight won best
western novel; and Frederick J. Dockstader and Hudson Hills Press,
whose Song of the Loom: New Traditions in Navajo Weaving won best art
book. Additional awards included best fictional·television to Joseph B.
Wallenstein and NBC for the two-hour television movie, "Independence"; best factual television to ABC News and "20/20" for the fifteenminute feature, "On the Range"; and best western doc~mentary to
Bryan Dew and John Crowley for "A $10 Horse and a $40 Saddle."
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The New Mexico Historical Society bestowed seven awards to
individuals, agencies, and private companies despite a heavy spring
snowstorm during its annual conference at Grand Canyon National
Park last April. Among those honored were Ira G. Clark, who received
the Board of Directors Award for a lifetime of contributions to New
Mexico history, including his most recent book, Water in New Mexico,
and Jake w. Spidle, Jr., who received the Ralph Emerson Twitchell
Award for his contributions to New Mexico medical history, including
two books, Doctors of Medicine in New Mexico and The Lovelace Medical
Center. Sharing the Gaspar Perez de Villagra Award were JohnP. Wilson, for his book, Merchants, Guns, and Money: The Saga of Lincoln County
and its Wars, and Stewart L. Udall and Jerry Jacka for their book, To the
Inland Empire. Robert M. Utley won the Hewett Award for his work in
western history generally and for his latest book, High Noon in Lincoln
County: Violence on the Western Frontier. Sharing the Hewett Award with
Utley were Governor Garrey Carruthers, the New Mexico legislature,
Senator Les Houston, Representative Max CoIl, Thomas E. Chavez,
and Charles Bennett for their efforts in acquiring. the eighteenth-century Segesser hide paintings for New Mexico. The Lansing Bloom
Award for outstanding publication by a society or institution went to
the U. S. Forest Service and the Bureau of Land Management for their
joint series, "Cultural Resources Overview." Receiving the L. Bradford
Prince Award for ongoing historic preservation of the Palace of the
Governors in Santa Fe were Michael Weber; Thomas Chavez; Conron
and Woods, Architects; Babcock Construction Company; Bradbury and
Stamm Construction Company; and David and Associates.
.
Cultural anthropologist Eric R. Wolf has received the first $5,000
J. I. Staley Prize for outstanding scholarship from the School ofAmerican Research in Santa Fe. Wolf r-eceived the award, the largest existing
prize in anthropology, for his book, Europe and the People Without History.
Wolf was chosen from among twenty-six nominees.
Two new book releases of interest to New Mexico history have
been announced. The New Mexico Highway and Transportation Department has published New Mexico Historic Bridge Survey, prepared by
Steven R Ray, Joseph E. King, and Donald R. Abbe. The book includes
numerous photographs of state bridges, a history of road and bridge
construction in New Mexico, a listing of bridge types with New Mexico
examples, an evaluation of historic bridges, and recommendations for
management. For information, contact the New Mexico State Highway
and Transportation Department, P.O. Box 1149, Santa Fe, New Mexico
87504.
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A second book, from the New Mexico Library Association, is Books
on Review from New Mexico, 1987-1988. The book is part of an effort to
emphasize books about New Mexico and the Southwest to its members.
A majority of the three dozen books reviewed are for high school and
adult readers. The organization plans a 1988-1989 edition that will
emphasize reading material for kindergarten through eighth grade.
The San Jose Garcia Church in Las Trampas and the Seton Village
kiva and hogan in Santa Fe County are "landmarks at risk," according
to the National Park ServiCe. The two New Mexico sites ate listed as
threatened national historic landmarks in a series of bulletins prepared
by the National Park Service in an effort to generate interest in sites
needing immediate assistance. Bulletins describe the property's condition, summarize recommended work and costs of restoration, and
explain how those interested may assist through donations of money,
building materials, and professional services. For information, contact
the National Park Service Preservation Assistance Program's main office
at P.O. Box 37127, Washington, D.C. 20013, or the agency's regional
office at P.O. Box 25287, Denver, Colorado 80225 or call (303) 969-2875.
History is gaining popularity among college students on at least
one university campus. The University of New Mexico history department reported in April that it had registered one of the highest
growth rates among the university's colleges and divisions,' including
the College of Arts & Sciences, for the spring 1988 semester. The history
department's gain of 2,127 student credit hours over the fall 1987 semester represented 52 percent of the university's entire main campus
gain in student credit hours. Moreover, the increase came after a similar
gain last fall.
A twelve-foot bronze sculpture of Francisco Cuervo y Valdes was
dedicated officially in April irimemory of the founder of Albuquerque.
The statue, created by Santa Fe artist·Buck McMain, is located at the
corner of Romero Street and Mountain Road in Old Town Albuquerque.
Cuervo y Valdes, governor of New Mexico, founded the new villa in
1706 and named it for the viceroy of New Spain,.Francisco Fernandez
de la Cueva, Duke of Albuquerque. Special ceremonies were held
throughout April and included several lectures by New Mexico historians.
The Friends of the Cumbres & Toltec Scenic Railroad, a non-profit
corporation, was founded earlier this year to help coordinate volunteer
activities associated with the old narrow gauge railroad. Goals of the
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organization include expansion of historical interpretation and publication efforts and restoration to operating condition of railroad equipment. Yearly dues are $15. Those interested should contact the
organization at P.O. Box 222, Chama, New Mexico 87520.
The Chaves County Historical Society is asking for about $4,000
worth of help from its friends in hopes of balancing its 1988 operating
budget. The historical society anticipates $26,000 in revenues this year,
including donations, memorials, gift shop and book sales, and membership dues, but also expects $30,000 in expenses. The historical society~s financial health remains quite sound, however, according to its
overall fund balances, which include the organization's operating fund,
capital improvements fund, and reserve accounts. Balances on hand
from those accounts at the end of 1987 totaled more than $42,000.
The society has moved ahead in its long-range goals for improvements and renovations by widening and resurfacing the Chaves County
Museum parking lot and refinishing the interior of an apartment over
the museum's garage. In addition, the society's archives, the Pecos
Valley Collection, is being worked by society members and students
from Eastern New Mexico University, Roswell. The society also reported several new archival acquisitions, training of nine new docents,
and successful completion in April of its "Living History Experience,"
in which nine hundred Chaves County fifth-graders participated in the
society's guided-tour program.
A number of history-related events are scheduled this summer
around New Mexico. The Los Alamos Historical Museum has scheduled three lectures: University ofNew Mexico art historian Jerry Brode
will speak on Hopi art and Hopi kachinas Friday, July 29 at 7:30 p.m.;
author Tony Hillerman will speak on the evolution of a mystery novel
from concept to completion Friday, August 4, at noon; and National
Park Service historian Dave Brugge will speak on the history of Navajo
trading posts Friday, August 19, at 7:30 p.m. All lectures will be held
in the Pajarito Room of the Fuller Lodge in Los Alamos and are open
to the public with no admission charge.
"Billy the Kid" will be on stage again this summer. The New Mexico
Outdoor Drama Association, operators of the Caprock Amphitheatre
near San Jon, will present the drama every Thursday and Friday beginning at 8:30 'p.m. through August 20. In addition, playwright-historian Don McAlavy, general director of this year's production, also is
heading a research effort to validate authentic Billy the Kid sites in
east-central New Mexico. Contact McAlavy at Box 337, San Jon, New
Mexico 88434.

